Vol. LXI, No. 8 


>| 


AT IT FROM 


ANY ANGLE 


Speed, economy, safety—you’ll 

\ get it via Erie. Or if you 
\\ want pick-up-and-delivery 
service, storage facilities 
or any other trans- 

_ portation problem 

\ handled quickly, 
efficiently, 

call the 


Erie Agent. 


THE HEAVY DUTY RAILROAD 





PRACTICE, 
ays the adage, 
nakes perfect. Amer- 
can~Hawaiian S&S. S..Co., 
with 80 years of intercoastal 
»ractice behind it, more closely ful- 
ills the formula than most, thanks to 
ts 320 sailings a year, its range of 27 in- 
ercoastal perts, and, above all, to its tradition- 
lly careful handling. e Ship when you are ready! 


AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN STEAM 
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41 41 
Close 
Doesn't Count 


It is not enough in hockey, to 
come close to the net. To score 
the point, a team must get the 


puck safely past the goalee and 
into the net. 


Nor is it enough, in business, to 
get the order and ship reliable 
products. To score a complete 
victory, the cars that carry your 
product must ADD to your repu- 
tation and ENHANCE your pres- 
tige. 
TAN K, 
QF RIGERATO, 


Ch 


POULTRY 
CARS 


When quality products are 
shipped in clean, modern cars— 
NORTH AMERICAN Cars—you 
have a combination that’s good 
for a victory in any man’s league! 
Now, at the start of a New Year, 


is a good time to investigate. 


A North: 


American 
Car Lease 
ls Sound 
Business 
Economy 


World Bidg., 
TULSA, 
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roy N Wolo) 1-to) P Vile). 


327 South La Salle St., 


Republic Bank 
Building, 
DALLAS, 


Chicago 
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MAKE YOUR NEXT PULLMAW TRIP IN A 


OCCUPANCY 


Only $1.00 more than a lower 


on a 300-mile overnight journey 


The Pullman Single Occupancy Section gives you greater 
comfort, convenience and privacy at only slight extra 
cost. By day, you have the entire section to yourself. At 
night, the upper is left closed above you. There’s more 
headroom, and dressing space, additional facilities for 
hanging clothing and double mattresses where sound 
sleep comes easily. On many principal trains, the Single 
Occupancy Section is being equipped with a device 
which folds half the bed upward, creating extra space 
for dressing, standing or sitting. The Pullman charge 
for the Single Occupancy Section is one-half the rate 
for an upper added to the rate for a lower. This means 
only $1.00 more than the lower on an overnight journey 
of about 300 miles. 

For a Pullman private bedroom, the Pullman charge 
for such an overnight journey is only $2.00 more than a 
lower, while two can occupy the bedroom at the same 





Room-like comfort and 
privacy is yours in the 
SingleOccupancySection. 


amount each pays for a lower. For longer distances, of 
course, prices are in proportion. 
The amounts quoted are examples of Pullman rates 
only. These rates do not include the cost of first-class 
transportation tickets, required by the railroads for 
travel in Pullman cars, and which varies according to : oe 
; The whole section is yours 
by day. Table available 
for writing or games. 


the points of your journey and the accommodation you 
select. Your ticket agent will gladly give you the com- 


plete rail and Pullman cost for your journey, or write 


THE PULLMAN COMPANY + CHICAGO 


Plenty of space for dress- 
ing and extra facilities for 
hanging clothing. 








You sleep on double mattresses. 
Four pillows if desired. 





Pullman and Kail—The safe way to go and the sure way to get there 





Copyright 1938, The Pullman Company 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 


LODO OOD Peer Gre eee Pen Pee Gre De Geren Be Do Bon Bo OA Be Pe DOGO Ge 


A TRANSPORTATION PLAN 


T is to be hoped that, if the formulation of a “trans- 
portation plan” by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission would mean any delay in ruling on the pe- 
tition of the railroads for a 15 per cent increase in 
freight rates, the promulgation of the plan will be post- 
poned until after the decision in the rate case. This is 
not to say that a transportation plan is not needed— 
for no one thinks harder than we do that it is—nor 
that it is not proper for the Commission to make sug- 
gestions or recommend a definite plan, nor even that 
it is not an actual obligation on its part to do so; but 
the need of the railroads for additional revenue is press- 
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ing and there ought to be no delay in deciding the case 
—unless, indeed, the Commission has it in mind to grant 
an increase on certain conditions that it thinks cannot 
be stated without outlining a definite plan of railroad 
reorganization. But even so, we should think the pro- 
mulgation of a comprehensive plan might wait. 

We think it is the immediate duty of the Commis- 
sion to grant the increase in freight rates, with such 
exceptions and conditions—such as pooling of the pro- 
ceeds, for instance—as it may think wise. It is also 
proper for the Commission, if it can get together on 
the subject and thinks it has the proper solution of the 
railroad problem, to offer that solution, perhaps in a 
recommendation to Congress—or to the railroads them- 
selves, to the extent that the cure depends on the rail- 
roads’ own efforts. But it would take a long time, prob- 
ably, even if such a plan were ready, to put it into full 
effect and, as we have said, the need of the railroads 
is pressing. 

We do not, of course, know what the Commission 
will do or how it will reason, but if the case was for us 
to decide we would pay no attention to the claims that 
an increase in rates would drive business from the rail- 
roads instead of increasing their revenues. We would 
assume that the railroad traffic experts knew more 
about this phase of the matter than we did; if they were 
wrong, that would be just too bad for them. Neither 
would we pay much attention to the claims of various 
interests that they were unable to pay an increase. 
We would hold that the railroads were entitled to rates 
that would give them a fair profit—at least enough to 
keep them out of bankruptcy—and that, if anyone was 
unable to pay, that, again, would be just too bad for 
him. 

But we would consider whether, admitting that the 
railroads are not now able to operate at a profit, the 
fault was in some degree their own; whether there 
ought not to be some consolidations or unifications and 
other savings in unjustifiable expense—whether, in 
short, they were attempting to make a profit on an 
operation of a size and kind not warranted by trans- 
portation conditions. A manufacturer is not justified, 
for instance, in expecting a profit on three plants with 
ten thousand employes when he has business for only 
one plant and three thousand employes. If the Commis- 
sion has any thoughts along that line it might express 
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them in its decision in the rate case and save its defi- 
nite recommendations for a later time. 

There is one phase of this situation that seems to 
need some clarification. Much is being said by those 
with ideas as to what should be done for or to trans- 
portation about the need for “squeezing the water” 
out of railroad capitalization, letting the railroads “go 
through the wringer,” and so on, as if the pressing 
question were one of paying dividends. 

Of course, if the railroad plant were reconstructed, 
as we think it should be, to make it conform to the 
quantity of business available, there would of necessity 
be reorganization of capital structure, but this would 
be incidental. No one that we know of is asking or 
expecting that railroad revenue be increased now by 
action of the Commission to the point that dividends, 
which are being paid by very few roads, may be re- 
sumed for the benefit of stockholders. It is merely 
proposed that the railroads have enough money to 
enable them to pay operating expenses, which many 
of them are not doing. Their need would exist in the 
same degree if they were capitalized at three times the 
present amount or if they were capitalized at nothing. 
The question of a proper return to stockholders should 
have consideration in any plan for permanent reorgani- 
zation, but it is not involved in the immediate situation. 

As we see it, there can be only one logical answer 
by those who oppose a rate increase; that is that the 
railroads are not operated efficiently. Even if they are 
not, they should, as we see it, have an increase in rates 
now to save them from immediate disaster, and then 
be permitted—or compelled—to get themselves on a 
sound basis. If we have correctly diagnosed the situa- 
tion, the advisability of reorganizations would not be 
removed even by such an increase in business as would 
make all the railroads prosperous, though the necessity 
for it might be less apparent—unless, of course, the 
increase in business were such as to justify the present 
size of the railroad plant. 

We are discussing this problem just now from the 
point of view of what the railroads can or should do 
themselves. We have not lost sight of the injustices 
they suffer as the result of the acts of others and no 
railroad man has ever publicly spoken more forcefully 
against these things than have we. No transportation 
’ plan will be complete or sound that does not take them 
into consideration. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Revenue traffic statistics of Class. I steam railways, ex- 
clusive of switching and terminal companies, compiled from 
the reports of carriers by the Commission’s bureau of statistics 
for November, 1937, compared with those for November, 1936, 
on, pend eleven months ended with November, 1937, and 

ollow: 


November 
AGGREGATES 1937 1936 

1. Miles of road operated at close of 

month, freight service............... 233,877 234,623 
2. Miles of road operated at close of 

month, passenger service............ 175,051 177,677 
3. Number of revenue tons carried....... 138,543,037 156,696,798 
4. Number of revenue tons carried one 

ee 26,886,121 31,118,698 
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5. Freight revenue (whole dollars)....... $258,299,910 $297,768,072 
6. Number of revenue passengers carried: 
6-01. Commutation passengers....... 20,948,090 21,977,975 
6-02. All other passengers........... 19,327,160 19,708,506 
RE Ne ee 40,275,250 41,686,481 
7. Number of revenue passengers carried 
one mile: 347,898,980 357,130,836 
7-01. Commutation passengers....... 
7-02. All other passengers........... 1,469,335,379 1,440,780,930 
EE Rr ee eee 


8. Passenger revenue (whole dollars): 1,817,234,359  1,797,911,766 


8-01. Commutation fares............. $3,517,498 $3,640,588 
. Se SS eee $29,774,338 $28,425,794 
EE Soc erL a cack sas aboeneen'es $33,291,836 $32,066, 382 
9. Passenger train-miles...............+.. 33,050,721 32,913,634 
3D. PARBOMSOT COPSMIIOS. 0.55.0 cccccvcvccese 134,771,234 133,895,480 
AVERAGES 
FREIGHT TRAFFIC: 
11. Miles per revenue ton per road..... 194.1 198.6 
12. Revenue per ton-mile (cents)...... 0.961c 0.957¢ 
13. Revenue per ton per road (dollars) $1.86 $1.90 
COMMUTATION PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
14-01. Miles per passenger per road...... 16.6 16.2 
15-01. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.01c 1.02c 
16-01. Revenue per passenger per road 
PED cGciauGbasaaeabbab tens sss $0.17 $0.17 
ALL OTHER PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
14-02. Miles per passenger per road...... 76.0 73.1 
15-02. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 2.03¢ 1.97¢c 
16-02. Revenue per passenger per road 
PED SS sGuccbanenseeeesea ho o% $1.54 $1.44 
TOTAL PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 

14-03. Miles per passenger per road....... 45.1 43.1 
15-03. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.83¢ 1.78¢ 
16-03. Revenue per passenger per road 

ED Che Be SuLG eh eek renee kane $0.83 $0.77 
17. Revenue passenger-miles per train- 
ED cccenbnchcubeweneaewsebnse%o's 55.0 54.6 
18. Revenue passenger-miles per car- 
NE? Sess ieKbee beduvawesscssseeeeo 13.5 13.4 
Eleven Months 
AGGREGATES 1937 1936 
1. Miles of road operated at close of 
month, freight service* ............. 234,270 234,971 
2. Miles of road operated at close of 
month, passenger service* .......... > 175,485 178,576 
3. Number of revenue tons carried....... 1,701,895,194  1,555,370,206 
4. Number of revenue tons carried one 
ee 335,855,144 307,875,300 
5. Freight revenue (whole dollars)....... $3,142,287,126 $3,005,137,048 
6. Number of revenue passengers carried: 
6-01. Commutation passengers....... 225,868,788 238,522,046 
6-02. All other passengers........... 229,724,435 208, 392,486 
PEED hint Cuagiepheuahassen aeniecs 455,593,223 446,914,532 
7. Number of revenue passengers carried 
one mile: 
7-01. Commutation passengers....... 3,790,721,736 3,863,378,649 
7-02. All other passengers........... 18,742,180,724 16,395,577,663 
. O72 eee rer 22,532,902,460 20,258,956,312 
8. Passenger revenue (whole dollars): 
8-01. Commutation fares............. $38,283,303 $40,820,423 
ee EN Ds 9 5.0.060500080000% $364, 290,357 $332,032,556 
DCL: ich custicheseheoeswse nine $402,573,660 $372,852,979 
9. Passenger train-miles.................. 380,495,053 368,013,560 
10. Passenger car-miles.............++ee0:. 1,605,869,266 1,497,436,447 
AVERAGES 
FREIGHT TRAFFIC: 
11. Miles per revenue ton per road..... 197.3 197.9 
12. Revenue per ton-mile (cents)...... 0.93¢ 0.96c 
13. Revenue per ton per road (dollars) $1.85 $1.93 
COMMUTATION PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
14-01. Miles per passenger per road..... 16.8 16.2 
15-01. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.01c 1.06¢ 
16-01. Revenue per passenger per road 
PE asc GkRAtemacniawhineegns $0.17 $0.17 
ALL OTHER PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
14-02. Miles per passenger per road...... 81.6 78.7 
15-02. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.94¢c 2.03¢ 
16-02. Revenue per passenger per road 
SRR ee ere $1.59 $1.59 
TOTAL PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
14-03. Miles per passenger per road....... 49.5 45.3 
15-03. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.79¢c 1.84¢ 
16-03. Revenue per passenger per road 
PT iGuaecUhunkee-wiee ae aaw anes $0.88 $0.83 
17. Revenue passenger-miles per train- 
PEED Sccdkesunceaeaasusianetasenwa 59.2 55.0 
18. Revenue passenger-miles per car- 
SD “sal choGess vases hustebeabakans 14.0 13.5 





*Represents an average of the mileage reported at the close of each 
month within the period. 





WASHINGTON BIRTHDAY CLOSING 


The offices of the Commission and other government de- 
partments will be closed February 22. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





So much has been heard in high 
places about the use of the “wringer” 
as a remedy for what ails the rail- 
roads that others, perhaps not so 
highly placed, have taken the trouble 
to look into the matter. The exam- 
ination raises a question whether, after all, those who talk 
about putting the railroads through the wringer have done 
much real thinking. 

The outstanding fact is that, if all the interest on funded 
and unfunded debts of all the railroads, bankrupt and solvent 
together, had been wrung out of the capital structure in 1936, 
the amount so saved would have been less than the railroads 
are asking for in Ex Parte 123. The interest, on both funded 
and unfunded debt in 1936 was $481,008,000. The added rev- 
enue sought in Ex Parte 123 is $484,839,000. The interest so 
paid was about 11.87 per cent of the whole operating revenue, 
$4,052,734,000, collected in that year. 

Even if the powers that be in Russia are as wild-eyed as 
some think they are, it is doubtful whether they would suggest 
that the creditors of solvent railroads should be robbed of 
the interest on the money they have loaned to aid bankrupt 
ones. Use of the much talked about “wringer,” in this coun- 
try, it is believed, would not be advocated on solvent roads by 
the most leftist of leftist Americans outside of an insane 
asylum. 

Use of the “wringer,” it may be suggested, would not 
eliminate the parts of the railroad plant no longer useful be- 
cause wages and other expenses make it impossible for their 
owners to obtain a profitable amount of traffic in competition 
with private trucks. Regulated trucks, it may be suggested, can 
be made to put up their rates so high as to enable the rail- 
roads to compete with them for traffic not now susceptible to 
hauling in private trucks. In the end, however, both sorts of 
public carriers, including contract trucks, it is believed, must 
meet the private carrier in the struggle for survival. And 
in that struggle the “wringer” will be of little or no help to 
the carrier required to pay costs largely beyond its control. 


“Wringer” Dubitable 
Agent of Salvation 
for Railroads 





Men with a keen and informed interest 
in the independent judiciary system of the 
United States have a right to feel joy on 
account of decisions within the week by 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia and the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The cases are, to use their popular 
names, the coal price-fixing case, in the District of Columbia 
court, and the South Carolina truck width and weight law, in 
the highest tribunal. 

While it should be deemed insulting to a judge to call 
particular attention to the political party with which he was 
identified before he took his seat on the bench, it has been 
almost impossible to avoid mentioning the fact that the three 
judges who upset the National Bituminous Coal Commission 
are appointees of President Roosevelt. The judicial oath pre- 
supposes that the man who takes it will make his decision 
on what the law is an not on what he would like it to be. 

The three Roosevelt-appointed judges held that the coal 
commission, created at the instigation of one of the most 
powerful political elements that supported the President, was 
wrong when it said the hearing contemplated by the coal law 
meant before and not after the decision fixing prices was made. 
Therefore, it enjoined, pendente lite, the enforcement of the 
coal price-fixing order. The injunction, of course, was without 
prejudice to the decision on the merits. The decision is no 
more than a statement by the court that the end as sought by 
the coal commission is not warranted by the statute. Inas- 
much as the order required the observance of the prices de- 
creed by the coal commission, the court said the ones required 
to pay the increased prices would be irreparably damaged if 
they were required to pay the increased prices pending dis- 
position of the issue as to power to make the orders. In such 
irreparable damage or loss cases, injunction is the proper 
remedy. 

* And the Roosevelt-appointed judges applied the law just 
as if no one had ever intimated that, when Roosevelt-appointed 


Two Heartening 
Court Decisions 
Within a Week 
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judges came to the bench of federal courts, “things would be 
different.” These Roosevelt-appointed judges, if they ever 
heard the intimation, it may be suggested, thought more of the 
judicial oath than they did of the supposed duty of all Roose- 
velt men to follow the leader, even if, in so doing, these judges 
would have had to infer that the Roosevelt idea with regard 
to legislation for the benefit of some coal operators and John 
L. Lewis’ United Mine Workers was to uphold the coal com- 
mission, no matter how tyrannical might be its view as to the 
power placed in its hands. 

In the South Carolina truck width and weight law case, 
the Supreme Court, notwithstanding the seeming abandonment 
of the doctrine of states’ rights by its traditional supporters, 
reiterated an old rule or doctrine. It is to the effect that, 
unless and until Congress enters a field, the power of the state 
or states is not thrown out, even if therewith commerce among 
the states. Since Congress has not legislated with regard to 
width and weight, South Carolina has power to legislate, sub- 
ject, of course, to the limitation that it must not discriminate 
against interstate commerce. 

By reversing the district court, the highest tribunal, in 
homely phrase, gave that district court a spanking. In blunt 
language, the Supreme Court told it that the legislature of 
South Carolina alone, even if composed of nit wits, since Con- 
gress had not entered the field of width and weight, had power 
there. The district court, by paying any attention to testimony 
about what other states did as to width and weight, in effect 
substituted its judgment as to width and weight of trucks for 
that of the South Carolina legislature. Courts more than 
once have been accused of trying to perform legislative duties 
by substituting their judgment for the judgment of the legis- 
latures themselves, or by substituting their own judgment 
when a legislative agency, such as the Commission, has made 
a decision. 





Though the truck carriers received 
their statewide rate structure from the 
hands of the Nebraska State Railway 
Commission on St. Valentine’s Day, 
there is believed to be some doubt as 
to whether it was exactly a love mes- 
sage to carriers by motor vehicle. (See Traffic World, Feb. 12, 
p. 413.) Though it was not even faintly indicated as coming 
from the pen of J. A. Little, director of transportation of the 
Nebraska body, it is believed to embody many of his ideas. 
At least that could be a guess by those who know him by rea- 
son of his work before the federal regulating body. 


It is a new technique that Nebraska has introduced. So 
far as federal rates are concerned, the initial responsibility for 
them is on the carriers themselves, as it was on the railroads 
when the nation began regulating their charges and still is, to 
some extent. 


The report of the Nebraska commission setting forth the 
reasons for the prescription of the rate structure tells about 
conferences on the subject and records made by examiners 
hearing applications for certificates. They, according to the 
report, convinced the regulating body that truck rates and the 
classification were in a chaotic condition, with no pretense 
being made that rates and charges were based on any tariff 
published for application between points in Nebraska. 

In view of that fact, the rate department proposed a uni- 
form system of truck rates for application among all points 
in the state and a condensed or simplified classification with 
the necessary rules and regulations governing the carriers. 
Formal hearings were held on two days in December on that 
proposal, the proceedings being under the guidance of Commis- 
sioner Good. 


In the Nebraska commission’s report it is recognized that 
the handling of the matter in this manner is a radical departure 
from the present practices of both trucks and competing rail- 
roads. Though it recognized that each of the 4,000 certificated 
carriers in the state could file its own tariff in purported com- 
pliance with its findings and order, the commission said that, 
in such circumstances, it would merely provide for a con- 
tinuance of a chaotic and complicated system of rates, repre- 
senting little, if any, improvement in present practices and 
conditions surrounding truck transportation. Therefore, it de- 
cided to prescribe just and reasonable rules, regulations, 
classification ratings, and rates, and publish them in a single 
tariff to be published as part of its order in the proceeding. It 
said that ideals of tariff simplicity and rate uniformity could 
not be achieved unless it followed that course. It said that, 
if it did not simplify the truck rate structure and make it 
possible for both shippers and truckers to determine the one 
lawful rating and rate applicable via all truck lines operating 
between any points of origin and destination in the state, it 
would find it hard to obtain compliance with the law. The 


Nebraska Takes the 
Truck Rate Bull 
by the Horns 
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report cited what it called a “horrible example” of rate con- 
flicts and uncertainty in existing tariffs that it hoped to avoid. 
The “horrible example” was electric storage batteries as 
treated in an agency tariff, making exceptions to the National 
Motor Freight Classification basis. The tariff provides, assum- 
ing a rate of 100 cents first class, rates of 85 cents, the classifi- 
cation rating; 70 cents, third class; and 55 cents, fourth class. 

The report states as a conclusion that rail rates and rate- 
making methods are not suitable for statewide use by motor 
vehicle common carriers. That is set forth as a reason for 
the use of air-line distances in computing rates between points 
in Nebraska. 


Now that commissioners are 
working on plans for the restora- 
tion of the railroads to health 
and the White House is set to 
hold a conference on the subject, 
it might help if suggestion boxes, 
where the public might deposit its thoughts, were put up at 
the White House and at the Commission offices. 

Impertinently some one might slip a paper laying down 
the first rule of manufacturing and merchandising, which is: 
Make something the public wants to sell at a price it is willing 
to pay. The impertinent one might phrase the rule in such 
way as to get over the idea that all concerned, from the 
humblest trackwalker to the haughtiest chairman of the board, 
all bankers concerned, Congress, the President, and labor 
leaders, must cut costs so as to bring the cost of the service 
within the liking of those needing transportation. And he 
might add a post script to this effect: 

“If you don’t, trucks will get the jobs of many of you 
and you'll have to learn some other way to make a living in 
your old age.”—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended February 12 
totaled 542,991 cars—21,749, or 3.9 per cent, below the preced- 
ing week, 145,532, or 21.1 per cent, below the corresponding 
week in 1937, and 343,710, or 38.8 per cent, below the same 
week in 1930. Miscellaneous totaled 205,454; merchandise, 
146,897; coal, 107,875; grain and products, 32,256; live stock, 
11,015; forest products, 26,853; ore, 7,136; coke, 5,505. 

Railroads the week ended Fabruary 5 loaded 564,740 cars 
of revenue freight (see Traffic World, February 12), accord- 
ing to the Association of American Railroads. 

All districts, except the Southern, reported decreases com- 
pared with the corresponding week in 1937. All districts, how- 


ever, reported decrease compared with the corresponding week 
in 1 


Suggestion Boxes on Rail 
Plans for the White 
House and Commission 


1938 1937 1930 
@ qrerks in JANUBTY «..0600sscccnces 2,256,423 2,714,449 3,347,717 
OE: neh abso ees bans we ee 564,740 671,227 898,835 
Sn Litem serkcse ress heehee ee 2,821,163 3,385,676 4,246,552 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended Feb- 


ruary 5 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,987 and 5,404; live 
stock, 1,119 and 1,277; coal, 26,569 and 34,504; coke, 2,082 and 3,566; 
forest product, 2,666 and 2,455; ore, 342 and 1,206; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 36,794 and 41,357; miscellaneous, 43,896 and 67,411; total, 1938, 
119,455; 1937, 157,180; 1936, 148,841. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,533 and 3,210; live 
stock, 861 and 871; coal, 30,758 and 39,476; coke, 2,298 and 5,534; 
forest products, 661 and 1,169; ore, 1,264 and 2,618; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 24,601 and 29,433; miscellaneous, 41,945 and 64,987; total, 1938, 
105,921; 1937, 147,298; 1936, 125,610. 
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Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 242 and 200; live 
stock, 75 and 54; coal, 29,547 and 34,252; coke, 499 and 184; forest 
products, 465 and 707; ore, 186 and 92; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,306 and 
4,965; miscellaneous, 4,362 and 4,610; total, 1938, 40,682; 1937, 45,064; 
1936, 50,892. 


Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,810 and 2,090; live 
stock, 982 and 626; coal, 17,144 and 13,535; coke, 384 and 665; forest 
products, 8,583 and 10,709; ore, 626 and 787; merchandise, L. C. L., 
27,394 and 25,259; miscellaneous, 35,024 and 37,242; total, 1938, 92,947; 
1937, 90,913; 1936, 89,110. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,289 and 5,578; 
live stock, 2,608 and 2,130; coal, 9,785 and 10,663; coke, 826 and 1,954; 
forest products, 6,898 and 9,094; ore, 246 and 350; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 17,871 and 19,364; miscellaneous, 21,521 and 27,825; total, 1938, 
67,044; 1937, 76,958; 1936, 67,396. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,538 and 
7,939; live stock, 4,642 and 4,642; coal, 10,650 and 17,197; coke, 262 
and 182; forest products, 3,735 and 3,602; ore, 3,365 and 4,160; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 24,502 and 25,468; miscellaneous, 34,582 and 37,475; 
total, 1938, 90,276; 1937, 100,665; 1936, 90,268. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,883 and 3,790; 
live stock, 1,168 and 1,089; coal, 4,941 and 5,869; coke, 106 and 91; 
forest products, 3,251 and 4,859; ore, 418 and 386; merchandise, L. 


C. L., 11,534 and 12,412; miscellaneous, 23,114 and 24,654; total, 1938, 
48,415; 1937, 53,149; 1936, 49,569. 


RAILROADS AND COAL 
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The action of the U. S. Court o fAppeals of the District 
of Columbia staying the orders of the National Bituminous 
Coal Commission fixing minimum prices on railroad fuel 
coal (see Traffic World, February 12) was based on the 
ground that the Commission, without notice of hearing, with- 
out affording a hearing and the making of findings of fact, 
as required by the statute creating the National Bituminous 
— Commission, had prescribed the minimum prices to be 
paid. 

A contention of the coal commission that the statute con- 
templated notice, hearing and findings of fact only after the 
issuance of a minimum price order and on the filing of a peti- 
tion under the act before the effective date of the order, the 
court said, was not supported by the express language of the 
statute and seemed not to be supported by necessary construc- 
tion thereof; and neither the express language of the statute 
nor necessary construction thereof seemed clearly to require 
complete exhaustion of the administrative remedy provided 
in section 4(d) before any right of review in the courts might 
co — in respect of a minimum price order made effective 
of fact. 

The court said that in the circumstances the denial of 
relief pending litigation, sought to prevent irreparable damage 
and to preserve so far as possible the status quo until a ruling 
on final review, would be extraordinary unless the ultimate 
right of review was clearly without foundation. The court 
said that, without prejudice to an ultimate ruling, it was un- 
able at the present stage of the proceedings to conclude that 
the right of review sought was clearly without foundation’ in 
the statute. 

The Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, on 
motion of the coal commission minimum fixing prices on rail- 
road fuel coal to those railroads named in the petition filed 
with the court asking for entry of the stay order. 


STATISTICS OF RAILWAYS 


The Commission has announced that its fiftieth annual 
report on the statistics of railways in the United States for 
the year ended December 31, 1936, may be bought from the 
Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D. C., at a cost of $1.25. 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Feb. 5 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1938 32,282 11,455 129,394 
BN, MOREE win snivcssten at | 1937 28,211 10,689 155,496 
| 1936 28,524 10,430 188,294 
Preceding week January 29....... 1938 31,611 12,890 129,344 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 14.4 7.2 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 16.8 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 13.2 9.8 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 31.3 
(1938 182,109 69,778 625,681 
Cumulative 5 weeks to Feb. 5..41937 148,674 67,043 781,869 
(1936 154,642 63,571 803,794 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 22.5 4.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 20.0 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 17.8 9.8 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 22.2 


Per cent to 15 year average 73.3. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
6,457 26,259 6,447 148,002 204,444 564,740 
12,176 32,595 9,598 158,258 264,204 671,227 
10,904 24,920 5,376 147,123 206,115 621,686 
6,083 24,759 6,973 142,180 199,336 553,176 
47.0 19.4 32.8 6.5 22.6 15.9 

5.4 19.9 6 
40.8 8 9.2 
32,964 128,357 34,805 719,117 1,028,352 2,821,163 
59,616 155,409 51,239 790,036 1,331,790 3,385,676 
49,705 136,395 28,543 737,271 1,080,492 3,054,413 
44,7 17.4 32.1 9.0 22.8 16.7 
21.9 

33.7 5.9 2.5 4.8 7.6 


—— 











February 29, 1938 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Southern New Jersey Rates 


Fourth section application No. 17012. By division 2. Rail- 
roads authorized, in fourth section order No. 13040 to establish 
and maintain class and commodity rates between points on 
the Southern New Jersey, on the one hand, and points in United 
States and Canada, on the other, without observing the long- 
and-short-haul clause of section 4. The relief granted was to 
enable the Southern New Jersey to establish and maintain 
rates to and from that part of its line which was formerly part 
of the Tuckerton Railroad Co. line, authorized to be aban- 
doned in 212 I. C. C. 304. That part of its line has stations at 
Barnegat, Manahawken, Hilliard and Tuckerton, N. J. The 
proposed rates are the same as or higher than the rates from 
and to Barnegat on the Central of New Jersey. These rates, 
except with respect to Hilliard, are also the same as the rates 
which would have been in effect from and to the same sta- 
tions on the Tuckerton, if that line had continued to operate, 
says the report. 


Oilcloth 


No. 27716, Columbus Coated Fabrics Corp. vs. C. C. C. & St. 
L. et al. By division 4. Dismissed. Minimum weight on oilcloth, 
other than floor, Columbus, O., to Salt Lake City, Utah, be- 
tween October 20, 1933, and May 5, 1934, not shown to have 
been unreasonable. The applicable commodity rate of $1.50, 
minimum 36,000 pounds, was charged. Effective October 15, 
1935, the minimum was reduced to 30,000 pounds, which is the 
claimed minimum. 


Chemical Lime 


No. 27469, Virginia Lime Products Co., Inc., vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio. By division 3. Rate, chemical lime, Eagle 
Mountain, Va., to Charleston and South Charleston, W. Va., 
not unreasonable prior to April 3, 1936, and rates established 
April 3, 1936, subject to minima of 30,000 and 50,000 pounds, 
not unreasonable, but failure of defendant to establish on that 
date a lower rate, subject to a minimum of 70,000 pounds, un- 
reasonable to the extent there was no rate subject to that 
minimum not greater than 70 per cent of the rate established 
on the same date subject to a minimum of 30,000 pounds. 
Reparation awarded to complainant on shipments made on and 
after April 3, 1936, on which the charges by the car were 
higher than charges that would have accrued under the find- 
ings in this proceeding. Rate on the minimum and basis shown 
in the report to be established to Charleston, not later than 
May 19. The rate and minimum are in accordance with the 
adjustment ordered by the Commission in Ohio Lime Mfrs. vs. 
Pennsylvania, 214 I. C. C. 417. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 50101, Thomas Edward Bodmer, common carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has granted a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and necessity to the applicant to 
operate as a common carrier over a regular route, of live 
stock and agricultural commodities from Ashburn, Va., and 
vicinity to Baltimore, Md., of commodities from Baltimore and 
Washington, D. C., to Ashburn and vicinity, and of used house- 
hold goods and used farm machinery and equipment between 
points in Virginia and Maryland over irregular routes. Appli- 
cation in all other respects denied. 


In MC 31657, Marvin R. Newton, common carrier applica- 
tion, including also MC 50554, Marvin R. Newton, contract 
carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has found 
the applicant not entitled under the grandfather clause to a 
certificate authorizing operation as a common carrier of gen- 
eral commodities between points in California and points in 
Arizona. The Commission said the evidence failed to estab- 
lish that applicant had any grandfather rights except as to 
the transportation of live stock and agricultural commodities. 
Such transportation, it said, was not exempt under section 
203 (b) (6) as applicant’s vehicles were not used exclusively 
in the carriage of those commodities. The Commission said 
the record in MC 31657 would be held open for 30 days from 
the date of the service of this report to afford applicant an 
opportunity to apply for hearing on the question of his quali- 
fications to continue’ operation as a common carrier of general 
commodities and the public need for the service. The Com- 
mission said that if he failed to take such action within that 
time an order would be entered denying the application and 
requiring him to cease and desist from operation. MC 50554 
was dismissed. 


In MC 29423, 29424, 39968 and 43401, Southern Pacific Co. 
self-insurance, the Commission, by division 5, has approved 
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the application of the Southern Pacific for authority to qualify 
as self-insurer under section 215 of the motor carrier act. 


PULVERIZED LIMESTONE RATES 


The Commission has taken steps to inform itself with re- 
spect to rates on finely ground or pulverized limestone, which 
it refers to as being known and used as whiting and whiting 
substitute, about which a large number of complaints have 
recently been filed with it. It has reopened No. 27612, intra- 
state rates on whiting in New Jersey for further hearing in 
connection with No. 27921, Southwark Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines et al. and a sub-number 
thereunder, United States Rubber Products, Inc., vs. Same. 

The proceedings other than No. 27612 about which a peti- 
tion for reopening was filed, have been reopened for 
further hearing in connection with No. 27921 and the sub- 
number only in so far as they relate to rates on finely ground 
or pulverized limestone. The proceedings that have been re- 
opened on that phase are No. 25220, American Lime & Stone 
Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; No. 24757, Limestone Products 
Corporation of America vs. Lehigh & Hudson River et al.; No. 
24432, Washington Building Lime Co. et al. vs. Atlantic City 
Railroad et al.; and two sub-numbers thereunder, Same vs. 


Baltimore & Eastern et al. and Warner Co. et al. vs. Atlantic 
City Railroad et al. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-297, the Commission has suspended from 
February 12 until May 13 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement 18 to MF-I. C. C. 1 of Harold A. 
Horwitz, agent. The suspended schedule proposes to cancel 
a commodity rate of 19 cents a 100 pounds applying on lino- 
leum, etc., in lots of 10,000 pounds from Salem, N. J., to Balti- 
more, Md., leaving higher class rates to apply in lieu thereof. 

In I. and S. M-298 the Commission has suspended from 
February 13 until May 14 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in third revised page 32 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 10 
of Agent John M. Desch. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new and to cancel certain existing split delivery 
provisions applicable in connection with truckload shipments 
of dried fruit at points in California. 


In I. and S. M-299 the Commission has suspended from 
February 14 until May 15 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement 5 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. 2 of W. 
Hinton, doing business as W. Hinton Motor Service. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish within eastern and New 
England territories, a new rule allowing two stops in transit 
for partial loading or unloading, without additional charge, at 
points directly intermediate between the original point of ship- 
ment and the final destination. 


In I. and S. M-300, the Commission has suspended from 
February 14 until May 15, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement, 14 to joint tariff, F. P. Willette’s 
MF- I. C. C. 76 and others. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish a reduced rating of Column 55 on printing, wrap- 
ping and adding machine paper and paper bags from points in 
I. F. A. territory to points in southwestern territory. The 
following is illustrative: Paper, printing, wrapping, and adding 
machine; and paper bags, less truckload, from Chicago, IIL, 
to Dallas, Tex., present, 172; proposed, 135. 


In I. and S. 4459, the Commission has suspended from 
February 14 until September 14, schedules in joint tariff, Cur- 
lett’s I. C. C. A-562, Jones’ I. C. C. 3087, and Van Ummersen’s 
I. C. C. 329, and supplements Nos. 1 thereto. The suspended 
schedules propose to revise rail-and-water rates on paper and 
paper articles, in carloads, from points in New England and 
trunk line territories to Charleston, S. C., Savannah, Ga., and 
Jacksonville, Fla., which would result in increases and reduc- 
tions. 

In I. and S. M-301, the Commission has suspended from 
February 15, until May 16, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 4 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. 15 
of R. L. Dance Trucking Co. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new and reduced commodity rates on paper and 
paper products, viz.: printing and wrapping paper, fibreboard 
boxes and paper bags from Ohio points to southern points and 
from Canton, N. C., to Ohio points. The following is illustra- 
tive: paper and paper products, viz. printing and wrapping 
paper, fibreboard boxes and paper bags: A reduction in the 
truck load rate from 60 to 55 cents on a minimum of 5,000 
pounds, from Cincinnati, O., to Asheville, N. C., and a reduc- 
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tion from 70 to 65 cents a hundred pounds in the less-than- 
truckload rate from Cincinnati to Asheville. 

In I. and S. M-302, the Commission has suspended from 
February 15 until May 16, the operation of minimum charges 
as published in schedule MF-I. C. C. 4 of Howard Miller and 
Lloyd E. Miller, doing business as Miller Transfer. The sus- 
pended schedule proposes to establish new and reduced mini- 
mum charges on heating equipment and food products between 
points in Pennsylvania on the one hand and points in D. C., 
Md., N. J., and N. Y., on the other hand. The following is 
illustrative: 


Food stuffs to Pittsburgh, Pa., from New York, N. Y., present, 45, 
minimum weight 5,000 pounds; 30, minimum weight 10,000 pounds; 27, 
minimum weight 100,000 pounds —proposed (applies between), 30, any 
quantity; Baltimore, Md., present, 27, minimum weight 10,000 pounds; 
25, minimum weight 100,000 pounds—proposed (applies between), 25, 
any quantity. 


In I. and S. No. 4460, the Commission has suspended from 
February 15 until September 15, schedules in Bull Steamship 
Line I. C. C. No. 107, Agwilines, Inc., I. C. C. N. 190, supple- 
ment No. 16 to Mooremack Gulf Lines, Inc., I. C. C. No. 57, 
and others. The suspended schedules propose to increase the 
all-water proportional rates on grain and grain products 4 
cents per 100 pounds from Louisiana and Texas ports to Flor- 
ida and south Atlantic ports. The following is illustrative, 
rates being in cents a 100 pounds: 


To Charleston, S. C., and Jacksonville, Fla., from Beaumont, Tex., 
present, 26.5, carload minimum 10,000 pounds; 20, carload minimum 
40,000 pounds—proposed, 30.5, carload minimum 10,000 pounds; 24, 
carload minimum 40,000 pounds. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 27682, Tanker Gas, Inc., vs. Alton & Southern et al. Phillips 
Petroleum Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 27846, Anderson Bros. and Johnson Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. 
Southern Pacific Co. dismissed as party defendant hereto. 

No. 27858, Anderson-Prichard Oil Corporation et al. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al. Phillips Petroleum Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 27868, Illinois Petroleum Marketers Association et al. vs. Alton 
& Southern et al. Phillips Petroleum Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 27907, Wisconsin Petroleum Association et al. vs. Alton & 
Southern et al. Phillips Petroleum Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 14880 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Pan-Atlantic 
Steamship Corporation permitted to intervene. 

No. 27885, Laurel Biscuit Co. vs. B. S. L. & W. et al. Loose-Wiles 
Biscuit Co. permitted to intervene. 

MC 29623, application of Southeastern Stages, Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 
Applicant’s petition requesting that route between Bamberg, S. C., 
and Florence, S. C., be omitted from certificate authorized in these 
proceedings, granted. 

No. 26558, Midland Electric Coal Corporation vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
No. 26711, Northern Illinois Coal Corporation vs. Alton et al.; No. 
26677, Bell & Zoller Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 26585, 
United Electric Coal Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; No. 26719, Fifth 
and Ninth Districts Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. & E. et al.; No. 26685, 
Tllinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. Same; and No. 21020, Traffic Bureau, 
Davenport Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Same. Order entered 
November 380, 1937, modified by postponing effective date thereof from 
March 17 to May 17. 

No. 27682, Tankar Gas, Inc., vs. A. & S. et al. Beaver Oil Co.; 
Cc. A. P. Cooperative Oil Association; Clark Community Oil Co.; Farm- 
ers Co-Operative Oil Co.; Iron Cooperative Oil Association; New 
Prague Cooperative Oil Co.; Northland Co-Operative Oil Association; 
North Star Co-Operative Oil Association; Oklee Cooperative Oil As- 
sociation; Sargeant Cooperative Oil Co.; Summit Oil Co.; Tri-County 
Cooperative Oil Association; Dan Dahlstrom and C. O. Olson, dba 
Alvarado Oil Co.; Wm. Strand and Roy S. Glover, dba Frederick Co- 
Operative Oil Co.; Harry G. Anderson, dba Harry’s Gas & Oil Service; 
P. W. Anderson, dba P. W. Anderson Oil Co.; J. O. Berdahl, dba 
Beaver Oil Co.; F. O. Mutch, and Ross I. Mutchler permitted to inter- 
vene. 

No. 27823, Morris Buick Co., Inc., vs. G. T. W. Illinois Central; 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley and other rail lines members of Illinois 
Central System permitted to intervene. 

Fourth section application No. 15942, Alcoholic Liquors to New 
Orleans, La., 213 I. C. C. 708. Fourth section applications 15942 and 
16810 reopened and assigned for hearing or further hearing as the case 
may be, along with application No. 17199 at such time and place as 
the Commission may hereafter designate. 

1. & S. No. 4380, receipt and delivery service at eastern ports. 
Order entered January 27, which was by its terms made effective 
February 9 modified to become effective March 22, the operation of 
suspended schedules having been voluntarily deferred by respondents 
until March 22. 

Finance No. 10881, Chicago & North Western reorganization. Rail- 
way Labor Executives’ Association permitted to intervene. 

MC 86355, Munyan Motor Freight, Inc., common carrier application. 
Proceeding reopened for further hearing at time and place to be here- 
after fixed by Commission, provided applicant, within thirty days, sup- 
plements its application now on file by filing of a Form BMC 10 ap- 
plication. 

MC 66505, application of Peerless Stages, Inc., for authority to 
qualify as a self-insurer, etc. Application denied. Order shall become 
effective March 13, unless on Commission’s own motion or for good 
cause shown by applicant it is otherwise ordered. 

No. 20769, charges for protective service to perishable freight. 
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Petition of Association of American Railroads for modification of 
crders and for dismissal and vacation of proceeding in so far as it 
relates to investigation of charges for protective service against cold, 
denied. 

No. 27858, Anderson-Prichard Oil Corporation et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Skelly Oil Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 27926, Miller-Johns Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. S. A. Ger- 
rard Co. and San Francisco Chamber of Commerce permitted to in- 
tervene. 

No. 27708, Carbon Fuel Co. et al. vs. A. & B. B. et al. Complaint 
dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 27783, Globe Roofing Products Co., Inc. vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complaint. 

No. 27914, Blue Bird Coal Co. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

MC 847, application of W. L. McWhorter, dba McWhorter Trans- 
fer Co., Chattanooga, Tenn. Order of May 14, 1937, staying effective 
date of certificate vacated and set aside and certificate from effective 
date specified therein, shall be in full force and effect. 

MC 17865, application of John Luther, dba Blue Ribbon Transfer, 
Portsmouth, O. Order of November 11, 1937, staying effective date of 
order of October 13, 1937, vacated and set aside and order of October 
13 from effective date specified therein shall be in full force and effect. 

MC 32146, application of Wm. R. Parker, Bingen, Wash. Pro- 
ceeding reopened for further consideration. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 11934. Trustees of the Western Pacific ask approval 
of the Commission for a loan to them by the RFC of $3,600,000 to 
mature December 31, 1938. They offer as security trustees’ certificates 
of indebtedness. The application represents that the trustees will need 
$1,000,000 by March 15 and the balance within six months. Proceeds 
of the loan are to be used to lay new rail on 134.26 miles of line at 
an estimated cost of $1,896,284; to re-ballast 89.2 miles of line at an 
estimtaed cost of $411,586. The remainder of the loan is to be used 
for maintenance of equipment and providing shop facilities at Sacre- 
mento, Calif., at a cost of $360,000. The trustees estimate that the 
carrier will operate at a net loss, after fixed charges of $3,661,548 in 
1938, in comparison with a net loss of $3,450,965, in 1937. 

MC-F 506. Salt Creek Transportation Co., Casper, Wyo., asks au- 
thority to purchase and operate a portion of MC 8875, the Casey Truck 
Line Co., Denver, Colo., from Casper, Wyo., to Billings, Mont., via 
U. S. highway 87. 

MC F-507. Greyhound Corporation, Chicago, Ill., asks authority to 
purchase the properties and assets of Old Colony Coach Lines, Inc. 
Applicant said the purpose of the acquisition was to extend the Grey- 
hound system into northern New England. 

Finance No. 11929. Colorado & Southern Railway Co. asks au- 
thority nominally to issue $728,000 general mortgage 4% per cent 
bonds, series A, to be used as partial collateral for a loan of $1,000,- 
000 from the RFC to finance the maturity of $1,072,000 of first mort- 
gage 6 per cent bonds of Galveston Terminal Railway Co., maturing 
March 1, 1938. 

Finance No. 9941. Supplemental. Central Pacific and Southern 
Pacific ask authority for the Central Pacific to actually issue $360,000, 
par value, of its Through Short Line first mortgage 4 per cent gold 
bonds, due October 1, 1954, guaranteed by Southern Pacific, and to 
sell them to Southern Pacific, and for authority for the Southern 
Pacific to pledge the bonds to secure short term loans. 

Finance No. 9958. Supplemental. Central Pacific and Southern 
Pacific ask authority for the Central Pacific actually to issue $614,000, 
par value, of its first refunding mortgage 4 per cent gold bonds, due 
August 1, 1949, guaranteed by Southern Pacific, and to sell them to 
Southern Pacific, and for authority for the Southern Pacific to pledge 
the bonds to secure short term loans. 

Finance No. 9570. Third supplemental. Southern Pacific asks au- 
thority nominally to issue San Francisco Terminal first mortgage bonds 
in the principal amount of $5,916,000, and for authority to pledge the 
bonds, for short term notes. 

MC F-508. A. R. Dalby, dba Dalby Motor Freight Lines, Lubbock, 
Tex., asks authority to purchase 52 per cent of the stock of Lubbock- 
El Paso Motor Freight, Inc., from Clarence M. Lang, Allen Benton, 
and D. G. Dalby. 

Finance No. 11930. Hickory Valley Railroad Co., asks authority 
to abandon its line extending from West Hickory to Endeavor, Pa., a 
distance of 3.027 miles. 

Finance No. 11931. Crystal River Railroad Co., asks authority 
to abandon its line extending from Carbondale to Placita, Colo., a dis- 
tance of 20.66 miles. The capital stock of the applicant is owned by 
the Colorado Fuel & Iron Corporation and the road was used to serve 
coal mine operations which have been abandoned. 

Finance No. 11040. Supplemental application of Horace A. Davis, 
Benjamin S. Lichtenstein and Sylvan Gotshal, as a protective commit- 
tee for the holders of Stephenville North & South Texas Railway Co. 
first mortgage bonds and Central Arkansas & Eastern first mortgage 
bonds, ask the authority to solicit the deposit of such bonds and to act 
pursuant to the terms of a deposit agreement under which the bonds 
are deposited in lieu of soliciting and acting under powers of attorney 
to represent the holders of the bonds. 


RED CAP CASE 


Examiners Steer and Harris, in Ex Parte No. 72, Sub. 1, 
commonly known as the “Red Cap Case,” have recommended 
that the Commission find that the men around passenger sta- 
tions who are known as ushers, red caps, station attendants, 
station porters, parcel porters, chief ushers, and captains, be 
found to come within the term “employe” as used in the rail- 
way labor act. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 





PENNSYLVANIA CEMENT RATES 


4.XAMINER DAVID T. COPENHAFER has recommended 
discontinuance of No. 27768, cement (Neville Island) P. & 
O. V. Junction and Universal, Pa., to Pittsburgh, Pa., on a find- 
ing that the intrastate freight rates and charges in Pennsylvania 
on cement, carloads, maintained by certain carriers on order 
of the Pennsylvania commission, from Neville Island (P. & 
O. V. Junction) and Universal, Pa., to destinations in the 
Pittsburgh, Pa., metropolitan area, are not shown to result 
in undue or unreasonable preference or prejudice as between 
persons or localities in intrastate commerce on the one hand, 
or interstate commerce on the other, or unjust discrimination 
against interstate commerce. 

The proceeding grew out of an order by the Pennsylvania 
commissioin requiring carriers to establish rates from Neville 
Island and Universal, Pa., into the Pittsburgh district, for 
hauls not exceeding 50 miles on a scale much lower than the 
one used as a result of Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. C. B. 
& Q. 81 I. C. C. 1, that scale being known as No. 12710. 
That scale begins with a rate of 6.5 cents for five miles and 
less, while the Pennsylvania commission scale begins with 
a rate of 3 cents. The 12710 scale for 50 miles prescribes a 
rate of 8 cents, while the Pennsylvania prescribes a rate of 
7.5 cents. 

Trunk lines, the complaint of which caused the institution 
of the proceeding, estimated an annual revenue loss of $45,- 
273.60 on account of the reductions required by the Pennsyl- 
vania commission. The examiner, using data showing the 
use of trucks in transporting this traffic, said that if the 
traffic was diverted to trucks any anticipated gains by reason 
of the increased rates would be more than offset by the 
resultant losses caused by such diversion. The examiner said 
that if this came about and it were assumed as respondents 
had, that the same tonnage would move by truck as moved 
by rail in the period mentioned by him, the annual loss would 
be much greater than the anticipated revenue gain brought 
about by an increase in rates. Increased rates, he added, did 
not necessarily mean increased earnings. 

In addition to the estimated loss of revenue, the examiner 
said, the railroads claimed that if these intrastate rates re- 
mained in force it would be necessary to reduce their rates 
from competing plants which would further impair their 
revenues. The evidence, the examiner said, was not sufficient 
on which to base the finding that the rates were prejudicial 
to interstate shippers or preferential of the shippers at Neville 
Island or Universal. The record, he added, did not warrant 
the conclusion that interstate shippers had lost or were los- 
ing sales of cement in the Pittsburgh area because of the 
existence of the basis of rates from Neville Island and Uni- 
versal. The mere fact that the intrastate rates might be 
relatively lower than interstate rates, said Examiner Copen- 
hafer, did not in itself constitute a violation of law. Under 
such circumstances, he said, state-made rates could not be 
said to be violative of section 13, citing in support thereof, 
Dewey Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 174 1. C. C. 87. 


RELIEF ON CONFECTIONERY 


Examiner Leonard Way, in a proposed report on fourth 
section application No. 17091, confectionery to New Orleans, 
La., has recommended that carriers parties to Curlett’s I. C. C. 
No. A-533 be authorized to establish and maintain rates on 
chocolate and cocoa and related articles, carloads, from Eliza- 
bethtown, Florin and Hershey, Pa., to New Orleans, La., with- 
out observing the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. The 
application was for authority to establish a rate of not less 
than 68 cents on the commodities mentioned or related there- 
to, in straight or mixed carload, minimum 36,000 pounds. 

A representative of the water lines and of the New Orleans 
Joint Traffic Bureau, the examiner said, appeared in opposition 
to the application. Column 39.5 rates of 97 cents apply on 
chocolate and chocolate articles and seventh class rates of 86 
cents apply on cocoa and cocoa butter, minimum 36,000 pounds. 

The purpose of the relief desired was to enable the rail 
carriers to obtain a share of this traffic without reducing rates 
to intermediate points in competition with a rate of 64 cents, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, from each of the origin points men- 
tioned to New Orleans, over rail routes to New York, N. Y., 
and 62 cents over motor carrier routes to Philadelphia, Pa., 
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and water carriers beyond. The examiner said that under the 
proposed adjustment, departures would occur on direct and 
indirect routes at both intermediate origins and destinations. 

Recently, the examiner said, water carriers had increased 
their rates from New York and Philadelphia, narrowing the 
spread between the water and rail rates, but that evidently 
this change had not had the effect of turning any of this traffic 
to the rail lines. Protestant, water lines, the examiner said, 
indicated that if the Commission authorized the railroads to 
establish a rate of 68 cents, the water rates might be reduced, 
in which event they contended that the traffic would continue 
to move by water and the only result would be a reduction in 
the revenue of the water lines. They suggested that because 
the proposed rate could be used as a factor in constructing 
combinations from and to other points lower than the all-rail 
rates prescribed in the consolidated southwestern cases, and 
would destroy the prescribed relation between the all-rail and 
the rail-water-rail rates to such points. 

The examiner pointed out that every change of a rate 
schedule, either voluntary or involuntary, was a disruption 
of the rate structure theretofore prevailing. Plainly, said he, 
such disruption, without more, was no sufficient reason for 
prohibiting a change. 

Examiner Way said the Commission should find that the 
applicants had established a special case within the meaning 
of section 4 and were entitled to relief. He said the carriers 
should be authorized to establish rates on the commodities 
mentioned on a minimum of 36,000 pounds, 10 cents higher 
than the rates contemporaneously in effect over competing 
truck-water carriers, but not less than 68 cents, and to main- 
tain higher rates from and to intermediate points provided that 
the rates to higher-rated intermediate points, also served by 
the competing rail-water routes to New Orleans to which there 
was a movement of this traffic, should not exceed rates con- 
structed in relation to rates contemporaneously in effect to 
such points on the same basis as the rates proposed herein 
to New Orleans; and that the relief should not to apply to 
circuitous lines or routes more than 33% per cent circuitous. 
The examiner also recommended as a limitation that the rates 
from and to the higher-rated intermediate points should not 
be increased and should not exceed the lowest combination 
subject to the interstate commerce act. 

Examiner Way.said that since the relief prayed was not 


based on circuity, the equidistant provision of section 4 was 
not mandatory. 


TRANSIT LUMBER DISCLOSURES 


In a proposed report in No. 27865, M. Lester Mendell vs. 
Long Island, Examiner George M. Curtis finds that freight 
bills presented to the ultimate consignees of shipments recog- 
nized in transit in some instances disclose the names of the 
original consignors of lumber from origins in the south to des- 
tinations on the Long Island in apparent violations of section 
15 (11) of the interstate commerce act. He recommends dis- 
missal of the complaint without an order for the future on a 
finding that the evidence is insufficient to support an award 
of damages sought by the complainant. 

The part of the interstate commerce act referred to de- 
clares it to be unlawful for a carrier to disclose to any person 
or corporation “without the consent of such shipper or con- 
signee” any information concerning the nature, kind, quantity, 
destination, consignor, or routing of any property tendered or 
delivered to such common carrier for interstate transportation, 
which information may be used to the detriment or prejudice 
of such shipper or consignor, or which may improperly dis- 
close his business transaction to a competitor. Violation of that 
provision is a misdemeanor subjecting the offender to a penalty 
of not more than $1,000, which penalty can only be imposed 
by a federal court. 

According to the report, the clear purpose of the section 
quoted is to secure to every shipper immunity from a disclo- 
sure of his business at the hands of a common carrier. Where 
all parties were buying in the same section and selling in the 
same market, the examiner observes there might be special 
reason for the enforcement of the section. Disclosure of the 
name of the original consignor to the ultimate consignee of a 
reconsigned shipment, says the report, makes it possible for 
the ultimate consignee to enter into negotiation for and the 
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purchase of goods directly from the consignor or producer of 
future shipments of the like commodity without buying from 
the original consignee as a dealer or broker, to the damage 
of the latter. This conclusion, says the report, applies with 
equal force to bills of lading, but the ultimate consignee must 
be accorded the benefit of the lowest through or joint rates on 
4 reconsigned shipment if he must pay or bear the charges 
thereon. 


Freight bills presented to the ultimate consignee of ship- 
ments reconsigned in transit, says the report, ought not to dis- 
close the name of the original consignor; neither should they 
show the original point of shipment or the route of movement 
to the reconsigning point except in instances where the ulti- 
mate consignee is required to pay the through charges thereon, 
Pe — stated in In the Matter of Freight Bills, 38 


The complainant, engaged in the wholesale business of buy- 
ing and selling lumber and products in carload lots, in New 
York city, in a complaint, alleged, in substance, said the exam- 
iner, that the defendant, through its agents, on July 18, 1936, 
and at divers times thereafter, did, on freight bills rendered 
to ultimate or final consignees, disclose to such consignees 
the names of original consignors and points or origin of ship- 
ments of lumber, purchased by and consigned to him, which 
were sold and reconsigned by him to the ultimate consignees 
before the shipments were delivered, thus disclosing the names 
and sources from which he bought the lumber before it was 
resold by him and delivered at points on the Long Island. The 
complaint alleged that that information enabled the consignee 
directly to purchase lumber from the original consignors, pro- 
ducers thereof, instead of obtaining their supply from complain- 
ant as a merchant or broker, thereby depriving the complainant 
of profits arising from the purchase and resale thereof to 
ultimate purchasers and consignees thereof while in transit, 
his damage in the alleged sum of $15,000. 


An order was sought requiring the railroad to cease and 
desist from disclosing the names of original consignors to 
complainant and their location, and to determine and award 
money damages that had been suffered by complainant aris- 
ing from the disclosure of the names of original consignors 
and the location of their origin of production and supply, thus 
making it possible for the ultimate consignees to buy lumber 
directly from such original consignor, instead of through com- 
plainant as a merchant and broker, with consequent loss of 
profits on the purchase and resale by the complainant to the 
ultimate purchasers and consignees. 


Examiner Curtis said that instead of issuing new freight 
bills showing complainant as the new consignor to the new 
consignee, all of the original freight bills were used as the 
basis for the collection of the freight charges from the ulti- 
mate consignee to whom complainant sold the shipments while 
they were in transit and before delivery, after all but two of 
them had been altered by cutting out portions of three of 
the freight bills and by ordinary crayon pencil deletion, easily 
erasable so as to disclose permanently typewritten informa- 
tion on two of the freight bills. On these original bills, the 
examiner said, the names of the original shippers were dis- 
closed or could be readily disclosed to the ultimate consignee 
which were strangers to the transactions between complain- 
ant and the original cosignors. 


Complainant testified that he had lost traffic, from original 
disclosed shippers, which he had hitherto sold to some of his 
customers who were local dealers on Long Island or within 
the metropolitan area of New York City. He also said that 
he had visited some of the producers of lumber from which 
he obtained lumber for sale, and found that certain cars of 
lumber were carded direct to his customers. He attributed 
a loss of business from the disclosure of the names of the 
original shippers of lumber with which he was dealing as a 
wholesale broker, buying and selling at a profit to himself, 
making it possible for local lumber dealers to enter into 
negotiations with the producers for the purchase of lumber 
at prices that included no middleman’s profit to complainant. 

Examiner Curtis said that in March, 1937, the complainant 
was advised by the general freight agent of the Long Island 
that instructions had been issued to freight agents to discon- 
tinue showing the names of original shippers on freight bills 
of reconsigned shipments of complainant. 

Without in any sense condoning the unlawful acts of agents 
of defendant, which were proved as hereinbefore indicated, 
the examiner said the evidence was insufficient to determine 
the amount of damages, if any, directly or even proximately 
from the facts recited in the report. 

Defendant should of course, said the examiner, issue new 
freight bills that would not disclose the names of original 
shippers of commodities reconsigned in transit by original 
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consignees, where the charges were to be collected from 
them. Defendant, he said, stated that that would be done. 
Until further instances of the nature here considered were 
brought to the Commission’s attention, the examiner said, no 
order for the future seemed necessary, because the language 
of the statute, as discussed in the cases cited therein, was 
plain. If further unlawful instances occurred in the future, 
the examiner said the complainant might bring such instances 
to the attention of the Commission for appropriate action. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Bituminous Coal 


No. 27819, Interwoven Stocking Co. vs. B. & O. et al. By 
Examiner Claude A. Rice. Dismissal proposed. Rates, bitu- 
minous coal, mines near Frostburg, Md., on the Cumberland 
& Pennsylvania, to Berkeley Springs and Martinsburg, W. Va., 
not shown to be unreasonable. 


Iron and Steel 


No. 27806, Summers Hardware and Supply Co. et al. vs. 
B. & O. et al. By Examiner John McChord. Rates, iron and 
steel articles, Pittsburgh, Pa., to Johnson City and Kingsport, 
Tenn., not unreasonable, but unduly prejudicial and unjustly 
discriminatory to the extent it exceeds or may exceed a rate 
of 38 cents to Bristol, Tenn., plus 2 cents beyond. Proposes a 
new rate. 

Gas Oil 


No. 27748, Primrose Petroleum Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & 
Santa Fe et al. By Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal 
proposed. Rate charged, gas oil, Chalmers, Tex., to Duncan, 
Miss., August 18, 1936, not unreasonable or otherwise unlaw- 
ful. Rate charged was 31 cents and rate claimed was 27 cents. 


Transit Feed Storage 


No. 27667, Burrus Feed Mills et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., 
a sub-number thereunder, Texas Industrial Traffic League vs. 
M-K-T of Texas et al., and No. 27808, Same vs. G. C. & S. F. 
By Examiner Henry B. Armes. Proposed to be found, in No. 
27667, that the practice of defendants in refusing to grant a 
storage-in-transit privilege on animal and poultry feeds, sub- 
ject to grain and grain products rates, to shippers and locali- 
ties served by them in Texas while granting such privileges 
on like traffic to shippers and localities in other states served 
by them is not unreasonable, but results in undue prejudice to 
shippers and localities in Texas and in undue preference of 
competing shippers and localities in other states. The examiner 
recommends an order for the future. In Nos. 27667, Sub. No. 
1, and 27808, it is proposed that the practice of defendants be 
found not unreasonable, unduly prejudicial, or unjustly dis- 
criminatory. Dismissal of those complaints proposed. 


Bananas 


No. 27867, Wisconsin-Upper Michigan Fruit Jobbers Asso- 
ciation et al., vs. A. T. & N. et al. By Exminer Wm. A 
Disque. Dismissal proposed. Rates, bananas in carloads, and 
in mixed carloads with coconuts, New Orleans, La. and Gulf 
ports grouped therewith, to various destinations in Wisconsin 
and upper peninsula of Michigan, found not unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. 


BARN DOOR PICK-UP SERVICE 


A motor truck service on dairy products from the barn 
door of any producer of dairy products is contemplated under 
a certificate recommended by joint board No. 172, in MC 
78786, Sub. No. 4, Pacific Motor Trucking Co. extension of 
operation, between Reedsport, Ore., and points in Oregon 
within a 50-mile radius of Reedsport over irregular routes. 
The applicant, according to the report, is financed by advances 
from the Southern Pacific Co. It renders service on a cost- 
plus basis and receives remuneration, according to the report, 
from the Southern Pacific Co. It is a wholly owned subsidiary 
of the Southern Pacific. Exceptions to this report must be 
filed within 25 days from the service of the report, February 15. 

By its application, the motor company sought authority to 
extend its operations as a common carrier of general commodi- 
ties. According to the report, the principal business contem- 
plated is the transportation of dairy products, the territory 
surrounding Reedsport being an important producing area. 

Applicant, according to the report, proposes to serve the 
various roads located within the territory on as convenient a 
schedule as can be worked out. It proposes, says the report, 
to go to the barn door of any producer in the territory who 
desires its service. That, says the report, will eliminate the 
dirt and sun exposure that exist when the producer leaves his 
milk and cream cans at the side of the road. Applicant, the 
report adds, proposes to provide service in the transportation 
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of general commodities which may be required from time to 
time by the agricultural population embraced in this territory. 

Objection to issuance of the certificates was made by a 
number of motor carriers. A chief objection by a protestant, 
according to the report, was the financial strength of applicant 
through its affiliation with the railroad. It was contended that 
the applicant could destroy the operations of other carriers by 
destructive practices. That contention, the report said, over- 
looked the Commission’s control over rates and other such 
practices. Similar contentions, added the report, had recently 
been carefully considered in Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway Company extension of operations, and St. Andrews 
Bay Transportation Company extension of operations, both de- 
cided December 13, 1937. The real question, the board said, 
was whether this applicant should be permitted to perform the 
operation. The joint board said it believed that the Commis- 
sion had adequate control to obtain the objectives sought by 
section 202 (a), proscribing unfair and destructive competitive 
practices and prescribing adequate, economical and efficient 
service, and the coordination of transportation by motor and 
other carriers. 

In its application, the motor line provided for interchange 
with rail facilities to any point within a 50-mile radius of 
Reedsport, Ore. The board said that if applicant was author- 
ized to operate within that radius, it might operate between 
any points within that radius and hence might interchange 
with other carriers, either rail or motor, in accordance with 
such tariffs as were filed pursuant to the order in this case. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission.) 


MC F-326, C. W. Darling, purchase, Paul N. and Lloyd F. 
Wolfe. By Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served February 14. 
Purchase by C. W. Darling, dba Darling Transfer Co., of cer- 
tain operating rights and property of Paul N. and Lloyd F. 
Wolfe Brothers’ Transfer, approved and authorized. 

MC F-298, Penn-Ohio Coach Lines Co., purchase, Cadiz 
Bus Line Co., H. E. Dutt, receiver. By joint board No. 59. 
Served February 14. Purchase by Penn-Ohio Coach Lines Co. 
of operating rights and property of the Cadiz Bus Line Co. 
(H. E. Dutt, receiver), approved and authorized. 

MC 61599, Sub. No. 4, Queen City Coach Co. extension of 
operations. By joint board No. 2. Served February 15. Pub- 
lic convenience and necessity found to require extension of 
operations by applicant as a common carrier of passengers 
and their baggage, and of express, mail, and newspapers, be- 
tween Chadbourn, N. C., and Nichols, S. C., over U. S. high- 
way 76, with service to all intermediate points. Certificate 
granted. 

MC 17357, McCoy Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. By joint board No. 54. Served February 15. 
Applicant found entitled to continue operation as a common 
carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, between Chi- 
cago, Ill., and Cedar Falls, Ia., over U. S. highways Nos. 30 
and 218, and alternate route over U. S. highway No. 20, with 
side trips to Oelwein, Ia., over highway No. 11, by reason of 
the grandfather clause. Certificate granted. Application de- 
nied in all other respects. 

MC 50770, W. H. Woodlief, common carrier application. 
By joint board No. 214. Served February 15. Public con- 
venience and necessity found not to require proposed opera- 
tion by applicant as a common carrier of passengers and their 
baggage, express, and newspapers, over specified routes be- 
tween Amarillo, Tex., and Denver, Colo. Application denied. 

MC 1513, Sub. No. 1, Ohio Greyhound Lines, extension of 
operations. By joint board No. 117. Served February 15. 
Public convenience and necessity found to require operation 
by applicant as a common carrier of passengers, and their 
baggage, and light express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Dayton and Springfield, O. 
Certificate granted. 


MC 178, Edwin M. Trenis, common carrier application and 
MC 178, Sub. No. 1, Edwin M. Trenis, extension of operations. 
By joint board No. 68. Served February 15. Applicant found 
entitled to continue operation as a common carrier of livestock, 
hay, grain, other farm products, fertilizer, and farm imple- 
ments between Catlett, Va., and points within a radius of 10 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Baltimore, Md., on the 
other, and between Warrenton, Va., and points within a radius 
of 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Baltimore, Md., on 
the other, over specified routes, by reason of the grandfather 
clause. Certificate granted. Public convenience and necessity 
found to require continuance of operation by applicant as a 
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common carrier of petroleum products, in barrels or other 
packages, and automobile accessories, from Baltimore, Md., to 
Luray, Mt. Jackson, Front Royal, Culpeper, and Leesburg, Va., 
and of empty containers on the return trips, over specified 
routes. Certificate granted. 

MC 30604, Santa Fe Trails of Illinois, Inc., extension of 
operations. By joint board No. 46. Served February 15. Pub- 
lic convenience and necessity found not to require operation 
by applicant as a common carrier of passengers between Keo- 
kuk, Ia., and Hannibal, Mo., or the continuance of operation 
by applicant between Morris and Peoria, Ill., Depue and Prince- 
ton, Ill., Litchfield and Hillsboro, Il., and Kankakee and 
Gibson City, Ill. Certificate denied and operations ordered 
discontinued. 

MC 30604, Santa Fe Trails of Illinois, Inc., common car- 
rier application. By joint board No. 160. Served February 
15. Applicant found entitled to continue operations as a com- 
mon carrier of passengers, their baggage, express, and news- 
papers between Chicago, Ill., and St. Joseph and Kansas City, 
Mo., over specified routes, by reason of the grandfather clause. 
Certificate granted. Applicant, as successor in interest to Na- 
tional Coach Lines, Inc., found entitled to continue operations 
as a common carrier of passengers, their baggage, express, and 
newspapers between Chicago and St. Louis, Mo., over specified 
routes, because its predecessor was engaged in such operation 
on June 1, 1935, and because the predecessor and applicant 
have been so engaged continuously since that time. Certificate 
granted. Applicant authorized to conduct special or charter 
operations in Illinois, Indiana, and Missouri. Transportation 
by applicant of mail in the same vehicle with passengers au- 
thorized. Applicant found to have failed to establish the right 
to a certificate as a common carrier of passengers, their bag- 
gage, and newspapers between Chenoa and Watseka, IIl., and 
between Raymond and Greenville, Ill., under the grandfather 
clause. Certificate denied, and operations ordered discontinued. 

MC F-379, Bowen Motor Coaches, purchase, Winfield 
Morten. By joint board No. 77. Served February 15. Pur- 
chase by Bowen Motor Coaches of operating rights of Winfield 
Morten, dba Dallas-Wichita Falls Bus Line, approved and 
authorized. 

MC 86907, Joseph Cragin, common carrier application. By 
Examiner Alfred W. Booth. Served February 16. Public con- 
venience and necessity found not to require operation by appli- 
cant as a common carrier of oil field equipment between points 
in Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas, over irregular 
routes. Certificate denied. 

MC 86638, Nathan Saver, contract carrier application. By 
Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served February 16. Operation by 
applicant as a contract carrier of butter, eggs, cheese, sour 
cream, and incidental commodities used in dairy stores, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Atlantic City, N. J., and Baltimore, Md., 
over irregular routes, and empty containers and rejected mer- 
chandise from these destination points to Philadelphia, found 
consistent with the public interest and the policy declared in 
section 202 (a) of the motor carrier act, 1935. Permit granted 
and application denied in all other respects. 

MC 86014, Roy T. Pranger, contract carrier application. 
By joint board No. 54. Served February 16. Operation by 
applicant as a contract carrier of food products and dry goods 
between Clinton, Ia., and Chadwick, Ill., over specified routes, 
also over irregular routes between points in Clinton County, 
Iowa, and points in Mt. Carroll, Whiteside and Rock Island 
counties, Ill., found consistent with the public interest and 
policy declared in section 202 (a) of the motor carrier act, 
1935. Permit granted. Application denied in all other respects. 

MC 77708, V. M. Drayer, common carrier application. By 
Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served February 16. Application 
for a certificate authorizing operation as a common carrier of 
general commodities, between points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Michigan, Kentucky, New York and New Jersey, over irregu- 
lar routes, denied for want of prosecution. 

MC 59765, Max Loebel, extension of operations. By joint 
board No. 23. Served February 16. Operation by Max Loebel 
as contract carrier of paper stock, cream, feed, farm products, 
flour, roofing, fertilizer and rolled oats, between Otsego, Mich., 
and points in Indiana, found to be consistent with the public 
interest. Permit ordered issued. 

MC 50345, Elton D. Johnson, contract carrier application. 
By Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served February 16. Application 
for a permit authorizing operation as a contract carrier of 
general commodities between points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
West Virginia, New York and Michigan, over irregular routes, 
denied for want of prosecution. 

MC 31829, Wilson Transportation Co., broker application. 
By joint board No. 119. Served February 16. Application for 
a license to operate as a broker, for the purpose of arranging 
transportation of general commodities, dismissed at request 
of applicant. 
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MC F-117, C. B. Whitehead, lease, E. P. and W. A. Orts. 
By joint board No. 77. Served February 16. Purchase of 
certain physical property and lease of certain operating rights 
of E. P. Orts and W. A. Orts, dba Houston-San Antonio Truck 
Line, by C. B. Whitehead, dba Brady Freight Lines, approved 
and authorized. 

MC 33224, Clarence W. Epley, common carrier application, 
and MC 86479, Clarence W. Epley, extension of operations. 
By Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served February 16. Applicant in 
MC 33224 found to have failed to establish the right to a cer- 
tificate as a common carrier or a permit as a contract carrier, 
under the grandfather clause. Certificate denied. Public con- 
venience and necessity found to require operation by applicant 
Epley as a common carrier of general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between points in five counties in Pennsylvania, on 
the one hand, and points in certain states on the other, over 
irregular routes. Certificate granted. Application denied in 
all other respects. 

MC 61265, Southeastern Motor Freight, Inc., common car- 
rier application, and MC 61265, Southeastern Motor Freight, 
Inc., extension of operations. By Examiner J. L. Bradford. 
Served February 16. Southeastern Motor Truck Lines, Inc., 
as successor in interest to applicant, found entitled to continue 
operation as a common carrier of general commodities between 
Cincinnati, O., and Nashville, Tenn., over a specified route, 
because applicant was engaged in such operation on June 1, 
1935, and because applicant and its successor have been so 
engaged continuously since that time. Certificate granted. 
Public convenience and necessity found to require operation 
by Southeastern Motor Truck Lines, Inc., as a common carrier 
of general commodities between Nashville and Atlanta, Ga., 
over a specified route. Certificate granted. Applications in all 
other respects denied. 


MC 50394, George Everett Heartz, contract carrier appli- 
cation, and MC 50394, Sub. No. 1, George Everett Heartz, ex- 
tension of operations. By Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served 
February 16. Applicant’s operations found to be those of a 
common carrier. Public convenience and necessity found to 
require operations by applicant as a common carrier of rough 
and finished granite from Waterbury, Montpelier, Barre, Barre 
City, Barre Town, South Ryegate and Northfield, Vt., to Hart- 
ford, Conn., and New York City, N. Y., and Easton, Strauss- 
town and Myerstown, Pa.; of beer and ale, in cases and bar- 
rels, from New York City and New Haven, Conn., to Barre; 
and of empty beer containers from Barre to New Haven and 
New York City, over specified routes. Certificate granted. 


MC 1114, Elmer Dovel & Son, contract carrier application, 
and MC 1114, Sub. No. 1, Elmer Dovel & Son, extension of 
operations. By joint board No. 19. Served February 16. Ap- 
plicants found not to have established right to permit author- 
izing continuance of operation as a contract carrier of refined 
petroleum products between points in Kansas and points in 
Nebraska, by reason of bona fide operation on July 1, 1935, 
and continuously since. Operation by applicants as a contract 
carrier of refined petroleum products over regular routes from 
Wichita, Eldorado and McPherson, Kan., to Auburn and Ne- 
braska City, Neb., and from Coffeyville, Kan., to Elk Creek, 
Neb., found consistent with the public interest and with the 
policy declared in section 202 (a) of the motor carrier act, 
1935. -_Permit granted. Applications denied in all other respects. 

MC 86799, C. U. and J. Summers, contract carrier applica- 
tion. By joint board No. 61. Served February 17. Operation 
by applicants as a contract carrier of malt beverages from 
Cleveland, O., to Charleston, W. Va., and of empty containers 
from Charleston to Cleveland, over a regular route, found 
consistent with the public interest and the policy declared 
in section 202 (a) of the motor carrier act, 1935. Permit 
granted. 


MC 86650, David E. Hagar, contract carrier application. 
By joint board No. 114. Served February 17. Permit granted 
applicant to operate as a contract carrier of wooden shoe heels 
from Conway to Auburn, Me., and empty containers in the 
reverse direction. 

MC 86475, Oscar E. Ebert, contract carrier application. 
By Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served February 17. Applicant’s 
operation found to be that of a common carrier. Public con- 
venience and necessity found to require operation by applicant 
as a common carrier of reinforced structural steel from Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., to points in New Jersey and to Wilmington, Del., 
over irregular routes. Certificate granted and application 
denied in all other respects. 

MC 86292, Levy P. Morrow, common carrier application. 
By joint board No. 98. Served February 17. Application for a 
certificate authorizing operation as a common carrier of baled 
cotton, cotton seed, and peanuts and their products, and com- 
mercial fertilizer between Elba, Enterprise, Troy, Mobile, 
Dothan, and Montgomery, Ala., and Pensacola, Fla., over ir- 
regular routes, dismissed at request of applicant. 
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MC 86106, Walter E. Burrows, common carrier applica- 
tion. By joint board No. 77. Served February 17. Public 
convenience and necessity found not to require operation by 
applicant as a common carrier of oil field equipment, in Texas, 
over irregular routes. Certificate denied. 


MC 50850, Ellington Bros., Ltd., contract carrier applica- 
tion. By Examiner W. T. Croft. Served February 17. Applica- 
tion for a permit authorizing operation as a contract carrier of 
farm produce, citrus fruits, and general merchandise, between 
points in California, over specified routes, dismissed at request 
of applicant. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days 
from date of service in this case. 


MC 19331, Sub. No. 1, Peter J. Stenseth, contract carrier 
application. By joint board No. 181. Served February 17. 
Application for a permit authorizing operation as a contract 
carrier of beer, in cases and kegs, and of empty beer cases 
and kegs, between Calmar, Ia., on the one hand, and St. Paul 
and Austin, Minn., and La Crosse, Wis., on the other, over 
regular routes, denied for want of prosecution. 


MC 17673, Charles B. Hibbs, contract carrier application, 
and No. MC17673, Sub No. 1, Charles B. Hibbs, extension of 
operations. By Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served February 17. 
Applicant found entitled to continue operation as a contract 
carrier of lumber from Blackstone, Hanover, Kenbridge, Mil- 
ford, Skinquarter, and Victoria, Va., Bagley, Bonlee, Durham, 
Farrington, Fuquay Springs, Pittsboro, Raleigh, Sanford, Vance- 
boro, and Youngville, N. C., and Holly Hill, S. C., to points 
within the commercial zone of Washington, D. C., over irregular 
routes, because he or his predecessor was engaged in such 
operation on July 1, 1935, and since then has been continu- 
ously so engaged. Permit granted. Operation by applicant as a 
contract carrier of lumber between Washington, D. C., on the 
one hand, and Baltimore, Md., Emporia, Va., High Point, N. C., 
and Newburn, S. C., on the other, not shown to be consistent 
with the public interest and policy declared in section 202 (a) 
of the motor carrier act, 1935. Permit denied. 

MC 7155, Sub No. 1, Roy Williams, extension of operations. 
By joint board No. 45. Served February 17. Application for a 
certificate of public convenience and necessity authorizing 
operation by applicant as a common carrier of special com- 
modities over irregular routes in Oregon and Washington, 
denied for want of prosecution. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service in this case. 


MC 7951, Sub No. 1, Carl Pierce, extension of operations. 
By joint board No. 44. Served February 17. Public conveni- 
ence and necessity found to require operation by applicant as a 
common carrier of hay, grain, potatoes, wooden poles, wooden 
posts, wooden slabs, and live stock, over irregular routes be- 
tween Albin, Wyo., and farms and ranches in Laramie County, 
Wyo., on the one hand, and all points in Kimball, Cheyenne, 
Banner, and Scottsbluff counties, Neb., on the other. Cer- 
tificate granted. 

MC 7951, Carl Pierce, common carrier application. By 
joint board No. 50. Served February 17. Applicant found 
entitled to continue operation as a common carrier of live stock, 
in truckloads and less-than-truckloads, over specified routes 
from the area within a radius of 30 miles of Albin, Wyo., to 
Denver, Colo., by reason of having been engaged in such 
operation on June 1, 1935, and continuously since that time. 
Certificate authorizing continuance of such operation granted, 
and application in all other respects denied. 

MC 407, Dave Redman, extension of operations. By joint 
board No. 136. Served February 17. Public convenience and 
necessity found to require extension of applicant’s operation 
as a common carrier of general commodities over specified 
routes, between (1) Red Oak, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., (2) Red 
Oak and Burlington, Ia., (3) Ottumwa, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., 
(4) Ottumwa, Ia., on the one hand, and Davenport and Betten- 
dorf, Ia., and Rock Island and Moline, Ill., on the other, and 
(5) junction of U. S. Highway 71 and State Highway 2 (south 
of Atlantic, Ia.) and Oakland, Ia. Certificate granted. 

MC 61978, Sub No. 1, Hallie Zerkle, extension of operations. 
By joint board No. 62. Served February 17. Extension of ap- 
plicant’s operations as a contract carrier to include the trans- 
portation of petroleum products, in metal cans and other 
packages, from Cabin Creek, W. Va., to points in Ohio, over 
irregular routes, and of empty petroleum containers in the 
reverse direction, found consistent with the public interest and 
the policy declared in section 202 (a) of the motor carrier act, 
1935. Permit granted. This application was handled under 
the modified procedure, under which no hearing was held. A 
notice to the parties says that any interested party may file 
exceptions to this report in which the application may be deter- 
mined on the basis of the facts before the Commission. Any 
such party, it adds, may also request formal hearing on the 
matters considered herein, stating his interest in this proceed- 
ing in such request, but exceptions to the recommended order 
need not include a request for hearing, if none is deemed 


——- 
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necessary. Exceptions, if any, or a request for hearing must 
be filed within 20 days from the date of service of the report. 

MC 43038, Sub. No. 1, Commercial Carriers, Inc., extension 
of operations. By Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served February 
17. Public convenience and necessity found to require opera- 
tion by applicant as a common carrier of automobiles, trucks, 
cabs, bodies, and chassis, from Evansville, Ind., to points in 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Georgia, IIli- 
nois, Pennsylvania, New York, Alabama, and border cities and 
towns in Missouri on the Missouri-Illinois state line over irregu- 
lar routes. Certificate granted. Application denied in all other 
respects. This case was handled under the modified procedure, 
under which no hearing has been held. Any interested party 
may file exceptions, in which case the application may be de- 
termined on the basis of the facts before the Commission. Any 
such party may also request formal hearing, but exceptions 
to the recommended order need not include a request for hear- 
ing, if none is deemed necessary. Exceptions, if any, or a re- 
quest for hearing must be filed within 20 days from the date 
of service. 

MC 51174, Sub. No. 1, S. & C. Transport Co., extension of 
operations. By Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served February 17. 
Public convenience and necessity found to require operation by 
applicant as a common carrier of automobiles, trucks, cabs, 
bodies, and chassis from Evansville, Ind., to points in Indiana, 
Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
Mississippi, to Memphis, Tenn., and to border cities and towns 
in Texas on the Texas-Louisiana and the Texas-Arkansas state 
lines, over irregular routes. Certificate granted. Application de- 
nied in all other respects. This case was handled under a modi- 
fied procedure, under which no hearing has been held. Any in- 
terested party may file exceptions, in which case the application 
may be determined on the basis of the facts before the Com- 
mission. Any such party may also request formal hearing, but 
exceptions to the recommended order need not include a request 
for hearing, if none is deemed necessary. Exceptions, if any, 


or a request for hearing must be filed within 20 days from the 
date of service. 


MC 65392, Sub. No. 1, Automobile Shippers, Inc., exten- 
sion of operations. By Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served Febru- 
ary 17. Public convenience and necessity found to require op- 
eration by applicant as a common carrier of automobiles, 
trucks, cabs, bodies, and chassis, from Evansville, Ind., to 
points in Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, West Virginia, New York, Connecticut, New Jersey, and 
to border cities and towns in Kentucky on the Kentucky-Indi- 
ana state line over irregular routes. Certificate granted. Ap- 
plication denied in all other respects. This case was handled 
under a modified procedure, under which no hearing has been 
held. Any interested party may file exceptions, in which case 
the application may be determined on the basis of the facts 
before the Commission. Any such party may also request for- 
mal hearing, but exceptions to the recommended order need 
not include a request for hearing, if none is deemed necessary. 
Exceptions, if any, or a request for hearing must be filed within 
20 days from the date of service. 


SOO LINE REORGANIZATION 


G. W. Webster has asked in Finance No. 11897, reorgani- 
zation of the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste Marie Rail- 
way Co. for ratification by the Commission of his appointment 
as one of the trustees for the reorganization of that railroad. 
He is president of the Soo Line and vice-president and member 
of the board of directors of various subsidiary corporations. 
Mr. Webster says that it is his intention while serving as 
trustee to continue in those offices, if the Commission ratifies 
his appointment as trustee. 


Joseph Chapman, in the same proceeding, has asked the 
Commission to ratify his appointment as a trustee for the 
reorganization of the Soo Line. He is a banker and public 
utilities business man. He says, in his application, it is his 
intention to continue as president and member of the board of 
directors of the Citizens’ Utilities Co., as that work required 
little of his time. He said he would resign, if confirmed, as a 
trustee of the Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance Co., as 
director and member of the executive committee of Great 
Northern and director of the Northland Greyhound Co. of 
Illinois and of Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., but continue 
as an officer and director of various enterprises requiring little 
of his time. 


Representative Teigan, of Minnesota, has protested the 
ratification of Mr. Chapman to be trustee, saying that he was 
objectionbale to most of his constituents as well as to the 
people of Minneapolis. Mr. Teigan represents part of Minne- 
apolis. He called attention to Mr. Chapman’s connection with 
Northwest Bancorporation and said he trusted the Commission 
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would make a thorough investigation of his fitness for the 
position. 

Thomas Pierce, secretary of the Minneapolis Board of 
Business Agents, speaking for the employes of the Soo Line, 
has wired a protest to the Commission against the appointment 
of Joseph Chapman as trustee in bankruptcy of the Soo Line. 
The telegram says that the employes feel their rights and in- 
terests have been ignored. Chapman, it says, is notoriously 
anti-union labor as indicated by activities when the Northwest 
Bank Building was built with “scab” labor. 

The Commission, in Finance No. 11897, Minneapolis, St. 
Paul Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co. reorganization, has set the 
petitions of G. W. Webster and Joseph Chapman for ratifica- 
tion of their appointments as trustees of the Soo Line for 
public hearing March 8 at 10 a. m. at the Hotel Nicollet, Min- 
neaplis, Minn., before Examiner R. T. Boyden. The hearing 
is to be held on account of protests that have been made 
against the ratification of the appointment of Mr. Chapman. 





PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 27679, Independent Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Defendants ask reopening and rehearing, and/or reconsideration on 
record as made; also postponement of effective date of order pending 
determination. 

Petitions for stay of orders have been filed in the foliowing pro- 
ceedings: MC 16346, application of Story’s Express Co., Inc., Chester, 
Pa.; MC 4100, application of James P. Hahesy, Inc., Chelsea, Mass. ; 
MC 2989, application of Days Transfer, Inc., Elkhart, Ind.; MC 68183, 
application of Yankee Lines, Inc., Akron, O.; MC 14787, application of 
Raymond L. Finn and Francis B. Finn, dba Finn Brothers, Holliston, 
Mass.; MC 2594. application of Ferrizz Bros., Inc., Maspeth, N. Y.; 
MC 6789, application of George Van Steenburgh, dba Major Trans- 
portation Co., Lowell, Mass.; MC 2179, application of Meyer Satsky, 
Newark, N. J.; MC 2168, application of George Manger and Lee Branin, 
Newark, N. J.; MC 2465, application of Margaretha DeJonge, Belle- 
ville, N. J., MC 10603, application of W. J. Veinotte, Inc., Boston, 
Mass.; MC 6741, application of F. S. Willey Co., Inc., dba Willey’s 
Express, Laconia, N. H.; MC 2487, application of James A. McKinney, 
Rockville Center, N. Y.; MC 4159, application of William Wrighte- 
smith, Columbus, O.; MC 2135, application of Dennis J. McNichol, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 2643, application of Richard Osinga, Wallington, 
N. J.; MC 9062, application of John Smyth, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 
3474, application of Mundy Motor Lines, Inc., Roanoke, Va.; MC 2652, 
application of Irvine R. Mitchell, Brooklyn, N. Y.; MC 1632, applica- 
tion of Chas. C. Rosen, Pittsburgh, Pa.; MC 8348, application of John 
P. Griffin, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 2464, application of Harry F. Dunn, 
Clifton, N. J.; MC 2437, application of George Stache, Clifton, N. J.; 
MC 2390, application of Emil Porcoro, Garfield, N. J.; MC 2411, ap- 
plication of Lawrence J. O’Brien, Jr., Midland Park, N. J.; MC 2327, 
application of Louis M. Frayler, Hillside, N. J.; MC 2142, application 
of Jacob Haefele, Jr., Elsie C. Haefele and Alvina Haefele, dba Jacob 
Haefele & Son, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 2204, application of Samuel 
Puro, Inc., Newark, N. J.; MC 2164, application of Joseph Koppl, 
Maplewood, N. J.; MC 2152, application of William E. Duvall, Laurel, 
Md.; MC 2140, application of G. Elmer Frye, Washington, D. C.; 
MC 2489, application of James J. McGinley, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 
2432, application of Louis A. Noll, Jr., Belleville, N. J.; MC 2641, ap- 
plication of Charles L. Payne, Washington, D. C.; MC 2183, applica- 
tion of Louis Silberman, Newark, N. J.; MC 2172, application of Chas. 
Wacker and Raymond O’Mara, dba Wacker & O’Mara, Stapleton, N. 
Y.; MC 2137, application of John L. Dorr, Washington, D. C.; MC 
2176, application of Andrew Carrino, Newark, N. J.; MC 2138, ap- 
plication of Lucian F. Fairfax, Washington, D. C.; MC 2133, applica- 
tion of Julian J. Mills, Washington, D. C.; MC 2274, application of 
John Kilkenny Clifton, N. J.; MC 2173, application of Ernest J. Tol- 
son, Washington, D. C. 

MC 1968, application of David C. Hall, dba D. C. Hall Motor Trans- 
portation, Fort Worth, Tex. Applicant asks stay and amendment of 
order of January 8. 

MC 3474, application of Mundy Motor Lines, Roanoke, Va. Hamp- 
ton Roads Transportation Co. asks that order dated January 15 be 
stayed; that issuance of certificate be withheld pending further in- 
vestigation and order by Commission; that application be set down 
for public hearing at which applicant be required to furnish strict 
proof of its operations both before and since June 1, 1935, and that 
petitioner be afforded opportunity to appear at hearing and participate 
therein to extent that its interests may be affected. 

Petitions for stay of order have been filed in the following pro- 
ceedings: MC 14131, application of Frank J. Cole, Cambridge, Mass.; 
MC 14508, application of William Smolinsky and Michael Czytajlo, 
dba Mohawk Valley Transportation Co., Utica, N. Y.; MC 4092, ap- 
plication of Fast Trucking, Inc., Newark, N. J.; MC 9590, application 
of Harold Fisher, Pennington, N. J.; MC 5965, application of Euwema 
Co., Oak Park, Ill.; MC 2439, application of Thomas Hackett, Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; MC 82758, application of L. S. Eldredge & Son, Inc., New 
Bedford, Mass. 

MC 11220, application of Gordons Transports, Inc. Anderson Motor 
Service Co. and other motor carriers ask order staying effective date 
of order entered January 31 and formal hearing. 

MC 11712, application of United States Trucking Corporation, New 
York, N. Y. Applicant asks staying of effective date of order of Janu- 
ary 10. 

MC 14929, application of Andrew Yanocsko, dba Gray Bus Line. 
Applicant asks rehearing. 

MC 16149, application of Ralph Zito, dba Otiz Trucking Co., Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. Applicant asks reconsideration of order of January 21. 
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No. 27726, Pilgrim Plywood Corporation vs. Central Vermont et 
al. Defendants ask reargument. 

No. 11950, Minnesota & Ontario Paper Co. et al. vs. Northern 
Pacific et al.; No. 11981, Lake Superior Paper Co. et al. vs. A. & W. 
et al.; No. 12108, Wisconsin Traffic Association vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
No. 11836, Wichita Board of Commerce et al. vs. Director General, 
as agent, et al.; No. 11846, Oklahoma Publishing Co. et al. vs. Same 
and a subnumber thereunder, Times Publishing Co. et al. vs. Same; 
No. 11864, Oklahoma Paper Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 11028, Lake Su- 
perior Paper Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 14323, Cities of Marshall and 
Jefferson, Tex., et al. vs. T. & P. et al.; No. 13535 et al., Consolidated 
Southwestern Cases; No. 21222, Carpenter Paper Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; No. 21332. Advance Bag & Paper Co., Inc., et al. vs. 
B. & O. et al.; No. 21306, Champion Coated Paper Co. et al. vs. A. G. 
S. et al. and No. 22415, Wichita Falls Chamber of Commerce vs. C. 
& E. I. et al. Southwestern lines and western trunk lines, defendants, 
ask modification of order of July 30, 1936, by extending for an addi- 
tional six months beyond April 30, 1938, or until October 30, 1938, 
suspension of outstanding orders except in so far as said outstanding 
orders pertain to ocean-rail rates prescribed in twenty-third supple- 
mental report in No. 13535, Consolidated Southwestern Cases (211 I. 
Cc. C. 601). 

MC 32334, application of Fred O. Nelson Co., Inc. Applicant asks 
that order of January 27 be amended as requested in petition; that 
if amendments are not made, then application be sent back to district 
supervisor for further consideration; and that in the meantime issu- 
ance of certificate granted petitioner be stayed. 

No. 14150, Corporation Commission of Oklahoma et al. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al. Southwestern carriers, defendants, ask vacation of 
orders in proceedings (98 I. C. C. 183 et seq) in so far as they pre- 
scribe rates on vegetable cake and meal and related articles, also cot- 
tonseed hulls in carloads. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestern 
lines, defendants, ask Commission to amend order, entered July 7, 
1937, by suspending for a further period of six months beyond Febru- 
ary 15, maintenance provisions of order of April 5, 1927, in connection 
with application of rate of 15 cents a 100 pounds, carload minimum 
weight 80,000 pounds (now 16% cents a 100 pounds, carload minimum 
weight 80,000 pounds) on cullet (broken glass) from Wichita Falls, 


Tex.. to Ft. Smith, Ark., without establishing reduced rate from or 
to other points. 


Petitions for stay of orders have been filed in the following pro- 
ceedings: MC 18808, application of Joseph Dee, Brooklyn, N. Y.; MC 
19104, application of Sol. T. Forin, Ridgewood, N. Y.; MC 21468, ap- 
plication of Edward Brady, Glendale, N. Y.; MC 20863, application 
of Ralston Oakes, Richmond Hill, N. Y.; MC 13806, application of 
Dabney Gibson Shelton, Buckner, Va.; Mc 62110, application of F. 
P. Eller Trucking Co., Inc., North Wilkesboro, N. C.; MC 10207, 
application of Ross McClain, Sam McClain and John McClain, dba 
McClain Dray Line, Marion, Ind.; MC 6838, application of William H. 
Hutchison, Inc., Richmond, Va.; MC 5697, application of Eldred W. 
Haynes, Rock Island Ill.; Me 7482, application of H. B. Newman, 
Henderson, N. C.; MC 14001, application of A. W. Biehl, dba Biehl’s 
Transportation, Marietta, O.; MC 13746, application of William F. 
Smith, dba Trenton Daily Express, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 21071, ap- 
plication of Matthew Ferrizz, Maspeth, N. Y.; MC 16017, application 
of Arthur Moore, Brooklyn, N. Y.; MC 15785, application of Anthony 
Ganci, Glendale, N. Y.; MC 9683, application of Charles D. Erdley, dba 
Cc. D. Erdley, East Millstone, N. J.; MC 14666, application of Elmer 
Harland Hutchings, dba Pennington Oil Co., Sharptown, Md.; MC 
19382, application of Leland Denning, Brooklyn, N. Y. 


No. 27405, Columbian Paper Co. vs. N. & W. et al. Complainant 
asks clarification of report of Commission on reconsideration dated 
January 3, 1938, and reconsideration of question of reparation. 

No. 27197 and two subnumbers thereunder, Stanolind Pipe Line 
Co. vs. Alton et al. Defendants ask reopening and reconsideration by 
entire Commission and postponement of effective date of order. 

1. & S. No. 4380, receipt and delivery service at eastern ports. 
Merchants and Miners Transportation Co., Eastern Steamship Co., 
Baltimore Steam Packet Co., Chesapeake Steamship Co. of Baltimore, 
Philadelphia & Norfolk Steamship Co., Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde-Mallory 
Lines), Mooremack Gulf Lines, Inc., Southern Steamship Co., Lykes- 
Coastwise Line, Inc., Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation, Southern 
Pacific Co. (Southern Pacific Steamship Lines ‘‘Morgan Line’’), and 
Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah protestants, ask reopening and 
reconsideration by entire Commission. 

1. & S. No. 4380, receipt and delivery service at eastern ports. 
Boston Port Authority, Merchants’ Association of New York; Norfolk 
Port-Traffic Commission and Baltimore Association of Commerce, par- 
ties protestant, ask reopening and reconsideration. 

No. 27638, Aeolian American Corporation vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et 
al. Defendants ask reconsideration of report of December 10, 1937. 

MC-F 82, Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., purchase, Menzo M. 
Liederbach. Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., asks rehearing. 

Petitions for stay of orders have been filed in the following pro- 
ceedings: MC 3348, application of James W. Owens, Baltimore, Md.; 
MC 13267, application of George W. Krill, Baltimore, Md.; MC 2763, 
application of T. Tandberg, Portland, Me.; MC 3460, application of 
Thomas Michael Dailey, dba Dailey Trucking Co., Westernport, Md.; 
MC 3473, application of Charles E. Baker, Baltimore, Md.; MC 66906, 
application of Berrodin Transport, Inc., Akron, O.; MC 2854, application 
of Walter H. Wood, Glendale, N. Y.; MC 9601, application of Utter- 
strom Bros., Inc., Portland, Me.; MC 19029, application of Claude M. 
Harris, Hebron, Md.; MC 7581, applictaion of Louis I. Owens, Balti- 
more, Md.; MC 13255, application of Speedwell Motor Service Co., 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 7106, application of Peterson Bros., Inc., 
Portland, Me.; MC 3363, application of William J. Widerman, Wood- 
lawn, Md.; MC 3474, application of Mundy Motor Lines, Roanoke, Va. 

MC-F 247, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., control, Peoples Freight 
Line, Ine. Pacific Motor Trucking Co. and Peoples Freight Line, Inc., 
ask that Commission enter an order approving and authorizing acquisi- 
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tion by Pacific Motor Trucking Co. of all assets, including operating 
rights, of Peoples Freight Line, Inc., on dissolution of the latter as 
a liquidating stockholder’s dividend, Pacific Motor Trucking Company 
being owner of all issued and outstanding shares of capital stock of 
People Freight Line, Inc. If approval and authorization of transac- 
tion necessitate transfer of one or more certificates or permits, peti- 
tioners ask that Commission take such action in premises as may be 
deemed necessary to consummate such transfer. 

MC 71378, Rapid Transit Co., common carrier application. Applicant 
asks further hearing to submit additional proof of operations of ap- 
plicant before, on and after June 1, 1935. 

MC 50495, application of Paul J. Schwerling, dba Cold Springs Bus 
Co., Cold Spring, Ky. Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Railway Co., 
protestant, asks modification or amendment of order. 

No. 27679, Independent Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Defendants ask postponement of effective date of order. 

No. 24676, Minneapolis Traffic Association et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; No. 15037, Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; No. 24799, Same vs. Abilene & Southern et al., and No. 24802, 
Duluth Board of Trade et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al. Duluth Board of 
Trade and Minneapolis Traffic Association ask vacation of order of 
October 11, 1937, in Southwestern Millers’ League vs. A. T. & S. F., 
225 I. C. C. 105, and reopening for rehearing and reconsideration. 

MC 49375, application of Indiana-Missouri Freight Lines, Inc. An- 
derson Motor Service Co.; Brashear Freight Lines, Inc.; Transamer- 
ican Freight Lines, Inc., and Viking Freight Co. ask order staying 
effective date of order entered December 1, 1937, and formal hearing. 

MC 5592, application of Pierson H. Gabel, dba Lansdale & New 
York Motor Express, Lansdale, Pa. Application asks that Trenton, 
N. J., be included within scope of his certificate. If further proof is 
required of bona fide operation, petitioner asks that order be stayed 
until he is given opportunity to present such evidence. 

MC 629, application of Carl A. Helm, dba Helm-New York-Pitts- 
burgh Motor Express, Pittsburgh, Pa. Official classification territory 
rail carriers ask reopening and reconsideration. 

MC 24630, application of Fred Schnathorst, Matilda Schnathorst and 
Lewis Schnathorst dba Schnathorst Truck Lines, Laurel, Ia. L. C. 
Sprague and John Junell, as co-receivers of Minneapolis & St. Louis, 
and as a committee appointed by Western Trunk Line Committee, ask 
setting aside of order and hearing. 

No. 27659, Manassa Timber Co. vs. Warren & Saline River Rail- 
road et al. Complainant asks reopening for reconsideration by entire 
Commission. 

No. 22109, in the matter of rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone, 
etc., within the state of South Carolina. Columbia, Newberry & 
Laurens ask modification of order dated July 14, 1931, as subsequently 
reaffirmed and made effective on January 17. 1934, by order dated 
November 7, 1933. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Third supplemental report and order in F. D. 6031, Central Rail- 
road Company of New Jersey bond, granting authority to extend 
from March 1, 1938, to March 1, 1941, the date of maturity of $750,000 
remaining unpaid of a $1,250,000 bond, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 11918, Louisiana Southern Railway 
Company receiver’s certificates, granting authority to issue not ex- 
ceeding $10,000 of receiver's certificates, to be disposed of at not less 


than par and the proceeds used to meet payrolls and current operating 
expenses, approved. 


Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 9726, Carlton & Coast 
Railroad Company bonds, granting authority to extend from May 1, 
1936, to May 1, 1941, the date of maturity of not exceeding $468,377.85 
of first-mortgage 6 per cent bonds, now pledged as collateral security 
for loans from the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, approved. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 

The Reconstruction Finance Corporation, as of January 
31, had disbursed $540,126,239.11 in loans to railroads while 
repayments thereon totaled $187,409,814.88, according to its 
monthly statement. 

The RFC said with respect to the loans of $6,843,082 to 
the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Saulte Ste. Marie Railway Co., 
which was marked “paid” in the report, that the loan was 
secured by its bonds, the interest on which was guaranteed 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Co., and that when the Soo 
Line went into receivership the RFC sold the balance due on 
the loan to the Canadian Pacific, receiving $662,245.50 in cash 
and Canadian Pacific notes for $5,500,000, maturing over a 
period of ten years. 

In addition to loans authorized the RFC said it had ap- 
proved in principle loans in the amount of $69,244,984.65 on 
performance of specified conditions. 

The Pittsburgh & West Virginia, in Finance No. 11933, 
has asked the Commission to approve a loan to it by the RFC 
of $500,000 for three years. The money is desired to meet 
fixed charges amounting to $468,625 falling due April 1 and to 
reimburse its cash working capital so as to enable it to pay 
to Pennsylvania a capital stock and loans tax amounting to 
$32,000, due March 15. Failure to pay that tax, the company 
said, would result in imposition of heavy penalties. 

The debt of the applicant to the RFC is now $3,725,207. 
No additional collateral is offered for the additional loan. 
Attention is called by the company to the fact that collateral 
on deposit before the recession began had a market value of 
$13,993,773 and that in the depression, when it said stocks and 
bonds dropped to abnormally low prices on the New York 
Stock Exchange, it had a market value of $8,015,886. 
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C. G. W. REORGANIZATION 


Exceptions filed by the common stockholders’ protective 
committee to the report proposed by Examiner Homer H. 
Kirby, in Finance No. 10772, Chicago Great Western reorgani- 
zation, are devoted largely to propositions intended to support 
a claim that contrary to the conclusion of the examiner, the 
stockholders have an equity in that property. 

The proposition is laid down that to accord the common 
stock less than the slight recognition provided in the debtor’s 
plan would violate the letter and spirit of section 77 of the 
bankruptcy act, and would be inimical to the public interest. 

According to the committee’s exceptions, the examiner 
erred in concluding and recommending that the Commission 
find that the present holders of the Chicago Great Western’s 
common stock had no equity and that the shareholders should 
not participate in the distribution of new capital securities 
under the plan of reorganization. The committee also con- 
tended that the examiner erred in failing to give any weight 
to the comparative prices paid for their securities by the 
present security holders. The committee also asserts that the 
examiner erred in failing to give weight to the concurrence and 
agreement of all parties of record that there is some equity 
for the present holders of debtor’s common stock. 

A committee representing holders of first mortgage fifty- 
year 4 per cent gold bonds, due September 1, 1959, in its ex- 
ceptions to the Kirby report, said that the examiner erred in 
recommending that the bondholders’ claim for accrued and 
unpaid interest should be satisfied with common stock; in 
recommending that a term of 75 years should be set for the 
first mortgage bonds; in that it recommended that interest 
on income mortgage bonds should be cumulative only if earned; 
in that it recommended that the total authorized issue of in- 
come mortgage bonds should be limited to $5,500,000; in that 
it recommended that monies in the capital fund should be 
used currently or cumulatively for the purpose of the income 
mortgage bond sinking fund; in that it recommended that the 
preferred stock should have a par value of $50, and finally 
that the report erred in its recommendation that the interest 
on the income mortgage bonds should be payable _ semi- 
annually. The committee suggested that provisions of income 
mortgage bonds with respect to time and manner for the pay- 
ment of interest thereon should be left to the reorganization 
committee. - 

A protective committee for the holders of preferred stock 
makes the point that if, as recommended by Examiner Kirby, 
the maximum capitalization of the reorganized company is to 
be considered from the standpoint of earnings alone, then in 
arriving at the maximum capitalization set forth in his report, 
the examiner has failed to give adequate consideration to the 
increased revenue which would accrue to the debtor from rate 
increases under Ex Parte 123. The debtor’s original forecast 
of revenues for the five years, 1937 to 1941, it was pointed 
out, made no allowance for increases in freight rates author- 
ized by the Commission in Ex Parte 115, although it reflected 
to some extent wage increases which became effective in 1937. 
The debtor, says the committee, advises that the increases 
granted in Ex Parte 115 will come within approximately 
$100,000 of offsetting the increases in wages effective in 1937. 

A further rate increase of only six per cent, if granted 
by the Commission in Ex Parte 123, after giving effect to the 
increases already granted under Ex Parte 115, and the in- 
creased wages effective in 1937, the committee said, would 
result in the debtor’s having annual earnings available for 
fixed charges, after federal taxes, of $2,984,764 and total annual 
income, after fixed charges, of $2,028,772. The capitalization 
of this increased income, available after fixed charges, at five 
per cent, says the committee, would result in a total capitali- 
zation for the reorganized company of $82,171,464, of which 
$36,492,652 would be allocable to the new common stock. Thus, 
says the cmmittee, on the basis of an additional rate increase 
of only six per cent accruing to the debtor from Ex Parte 123 
and using the examiner’s own basis of computation, the re- 
organized company should have a total capitalization of $82,- 
171,464, instead of $62,291,827, as proposed by the examiner, 
and the new common stock should have a capital value of 
$36,492,652, instead of $16,613,015, as proposed by the examiner. 

If the total capitalization of the reorganized company is 
increased to reflect increased earnings, as aforesaid, and the 
capital value of the common stock is fixed at $36,492,652, says 
the committee, then properly to carry out the theory of the 
plan proposed by the examiner, the reorganized company should 
issue a total of 1,459,706.08 shares of new common stock, in- 
stead of 664,520.6 shares. It adds that 1,459,706 shares would 
then be distributed between the bondholders and the present 
preferred stockholders as follows: The bondholders would re- 
ceive 4 shares of new common stock for each $100 of bond- 
holders’ claim for unpaid interest, and the present preferred 
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stockholders would receive 2.725 shares of new common stock 
for each $100 share of present preferred stock. Thus, further 
declares the committee, the bondholders would receive 203,- 
785.6 shares or 13.96 per cent of the new common stock instead 
of 30 2/3 per cent as proposed by the examiner, and the 
present preferred stockholders would receive 1,255,920.48 
shares, or 86.04 per cent of the total new common stock, in- 
stead of 6944 per cent thereof, as proposed by the examiner. 

The committee said that it might be contended that the 
issuance of so large a proportion of the new common stock to 
the present preferred stockholders would vest in them the 
voting control of the reorganized company which, under the 
plan proposed by the examiner, was intended to be vested in 
the bondholders. The committee suggested that if the Com- 
mission did not concur in such a proposal, it would be a simple 
matter to reduce the par value of the new preferred shares 
to the extent necessary to give the bondholders such voting 
control. The committee further asserted that the allocation of 
new common stock between the bondholders and the present 
preferred stockholders, as proposed by the examiner, was 
neither fair nor equitable. 

The RFC, in exceptions, says the language of Examiner 
Kirbey should be clarified so as to give the corporation the 
alternative, at its option, the taking of either new bonds, or 
cash, for the amount of its claim plus accrued and unpaid 
interest in full to the effective date of the plan. That RFC’s 
whole claim was fully and adequately secured, the document 
said, was not contested by any party. 

The Railroad Credit Corporation’s exceptions accepted the 
examiner’s report provided that terms offered to that corpora- 
tion were construed to include things specified in the document 
and provided that the cash option was to be construed as re- 
quiring the “payment of the equivalent in cash from the sale 
of bonds” in such amount as might be necessary to provide 
cash for the full amount of the claim, including interest accrued 
and unpaid. 


ERIE REORGANIZATION 


Charles E. Denney and John A. Hadden, named by the 
federal court for the northern district of Ohio to be trustees 
for the reorganization of the Erie, under section 77 of the 
bankruptcy act, have filed data in Finance No. 11915, Erie 
reorganization, required by the Commission to enable it to 
pass on the question whether it should ratify their appoint- 
ments. The paper filed by Mr. Denney is marked “petition 
for ratification of appointment.” The paper filed by Mr. Had- 
den is designated merely as a petition. 

Mr. Denney sets forth that he was born in Washington, 
D. C., October 18, 1879, and educated in the public schools 
of Lancaster, Pa., and Pennsylvania State College. The peti- 
tion sets forth his employment by the New York Central, the 
Nickel Plate, the Union Switch & Signal Co. and Erie, of 
which he is now president, including his directorships in the 
subsidiaries of the Erie. 

Mr. Hadden, a native of Cleveland, a graduate of Harvard 
and its law school, sets forth that he is a practicing lawyer 
in Cleveland, and that in the last eight years he has spent much 
of his time in matters pertaining to voluntary and involuntary 
reorganization and liquidation of industrial and financial cor- 
porations. Except, as a substantial stockholders in the Youngs- 
town Steel Door Co., which has sold its products to the Erie, 
he says he has had no other business relations, connections 
or affiliations with the Erie or with corporations or organiza- 
tions which have had relations with the Erie or any of its 
affiliated interests. 


ROCK ISLAND REORGANIZATION 


A protective committee for the first mortgage bondholders 
of the Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisiana has filed objection 
with the Commission, in Finance No. 10028, reorganization of 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, to a petition for adjournment 
of the hearing in this case now set for February 28. The 
applicants for adjournment, committees representing the gen- 
eral mortgage and the first and refunding mortgage bond- 
holders, asked for adjournment to June 30 to permit the 
assembling of data, reports, studies and estimates, and the 
conducting of negotiations, deemed to be essential to the 
preparation of a plan of reorganization of the Rock Island. 

“Although not designed to be such, it is in effect a fili- 
buster to prevent an early reorganization of the R.I.A.L. 
separate and apart from the Rock Island system,” says the 
objecting Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisiana protective com- 
mittee. 

That committee, in its objections, reviews the record in 
this Rock Island reorganization proceeding, points out that 
four years and eight months after bankruptcy and sixteen 
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months after full hearings, a petition is filed for adjournment 
of the case to June 30, 1938, although, under the law, a plan 
for reorganization is to be filed within six months of the entry 
of an order by a judge approving a petition as properly filed 
for reorganization under section 77. 

The objections point out that the Commission has decided 
that it will not consider the separate plan of the Rock Island, 
Arkansas & Louisiana until after the completion of the Rock 
Island hearings. The committee suggested the conditions to 
which it referred in its objections required either the denial of 
this petition, or a reconsideration of the Commission’s decision 
to withhold consideration of the Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisi- 
ana plan until the completion of the Rock Island hearings, or 
the imposition of a condition to the grant of any adjournment 
that will require the presentation of all evidence regarding the 
Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisiana value to the Rock Island 
system on February 28, so that the Commission will have the 
data required to consider the public interest question of the 
sale of the Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisiana lines to the 
Louisiana & Arkansas and the fair terms of any such sale, the 


Louisiana & Arkansas desiring to buy the Rock Island, Arkan- 
sas & Louisiana. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC HEARING 


The Securities and Exchange Commission has announced a 
hearing at its office in Washington, March 1, at 10 a. m., before 
Richard Townsend, an officer of the commission, to determine 
whether the Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. has failed to comply 
with the provisions of section 12(b) and section 13(a) and (hb) 
of the securities act, and rules and regulations promulgated 
by that body thereunder, and if so, whether it is necessary 
or appropriate for the protection of investors to suspend for 
a period not exceeding 12 months, or to withdraw the regis- 
tration of Missouri Pacific 5 per cent cumulative convertible 
preferred stock, $100 par value, and common stock, $100 par 
value, on the New York Stock Exchange. 

As ground for the hearing, the commission said it had 
reason to believe that the Missouri Pacific had failed to com- 
ply with the sections mentioned and the rules and regulations 
thereunder, in that the application for registration, on form 
12A and the annual reports on form 12A-K filed by the Mis- 
souri Pacific contained financial statements which did _ not 
correctly reflect the true financial condition of the company 
and were false and misleading with respect to material facts 
at the time and in the light of the circumstances, in that cer- 
tain financial statements of the registrant, to wit: The balance 
sheet dated December 31, 1934, filed with and as a part of 
the application for registration on form 12A, and the balance 
sheets dated December 31, 1935, and December 31, 1936, for 
the fiscal years ended with December, 1935, and 1936, failed 
to disclose a liability to pay the unpaid balance of approxi- 
mately $14,000,000 on a principal sum of $15,965,201 on the 
part of the Missouri Pacific pursuant to a contract entered 
into between the Missouri Pacific and Terminal Shares, Inc., 
on or about December 31, 1930, involving the acquisition of 
securities of certain railroads and terminal properties by Mis- 
souri Pacific theretofore acquired by Terminal Shares, Inc. 


Cc. 8S. S. & S. B. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in a report in Finance No. 
10165, Chicago, South Shore & South Bend Railroad reorgani- 
zation, has fixed sums of money as maximum limits of allow- 
ances to the Fidelity-Philadelphia Trust Company and the 
Presbyterian Ministers Fund for Life Insurance, the First 
National Bank of Chicago, and Winston, Strawn & Shaw, to 
be paid out of the estate of the debtor for all actual and rea- 
sonable expenses incurred or to be incurred and compensation 
for all services rendered or to be rendered by the petitioners 
in connection with the proceedings in the plan of reorganization 
of the C. S. S. & S. B., such sums to cover any office or other 
overhead expenses which should be provided for in connection 
with such services. The maximum limits of allowances fixed 
follow: 


1. For actual and reasonable expenses of the Fidelity-Philadelphia 
Trust Company and the Presbyterian Ministers Fund for Life In- 
surance, petitioners, the sums of $7,500 for legal services and $617.85 
for expenses in connection therewith, to be paid to Morgan, Lewis & 
Bockius, counsel for the petitioners. 

2. For actual and reasonable expenses of the Fidelity-Philadelphia 
Trust Company, petitioner, the sum of $141.50 to be paid to that com. 
pany. 

3. For reasonable compensation for service of The First National 
Bank of Chicago, petitioner, the sum of $2,000, and for expenses of 
the petitioner in connection therewith the sum of $279.22, both sums 
to be paid to the said bank. 

4. For actual and reasonable expenses of The First National Bank 
of Chicago, the sums of $3,500 for legal services and $124.69 for ex- 
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penses in connection therewith, 


to be paid to Winston, 
Shaw, petitioner. 


Strawn & 


The Fidelity-Philadelphia Trust Company and the Presby- 
terian Ministers Fund for Life Insurance asked for allowances 
as follows: Expenses incurred by petitioner, $141.50; expenses 
incurred by its attorneys, Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, $517.85; 
compensation for services rendered by said attorneys, $7,500. 

The First National Bank of Chicago asked for allowances 
of $2,500 as compensation for services rendered and $204.22 
for expense incurred in connection with the reorganization 
of the debtor. 

Winston, Strawn & Shaw, attorneys for the First National 
Bank of Chicago, asked for allowances of $3,500 as compensa- 
tion for services rendered and to be rendered and $124.69 for 
expenses. 

With respect to the allowance to the First National Bank 
of Chicago, the Commission said: 


We are unable to approve a maximum limit of compensation for 
the First National Bank of Chicago in the full amount sought by it. 
Certain of the services rendered by it relate to an unsuccessful ma- 
turity-extension plan which was proposed several months prior to 
the filing of debtor’s petition for reorganization under setcion 77. 
To the extent that these services were solely of value in furtherance 
of that plan they do not appear to have been essential or compensable 
out of the debtor’s estate. Furthermore, the evidence shows that this 
proposal complicated the reorganization proceeding somewhat and pro- 
longed the work of consummation of a plan. 


NEW HAVEN REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, in Finance No. 10992, New York, New 
Haven & Hartford reorganization, has assigned at Washing- 
ton, February 28, at 10:00 a. m., before Commissioner Mahaffie 
and Examiner Harvey H. Wilkinson, a hearing on the plans 
of reorganization of the Hartford & Connecticut Western 
and the Providence, Warren & Bristol. They are secondary 
debtors and have asked for reorganization in connection with 
or as a part of the plan for the reorganization of the New 
Haven. 

At the hearing, says a notice by the Commission, evidence 
will be received in support, and in opposition to, the secondary 
debtors’ plan of reorganization and any other plan which 
might be properly presented. Plans of reorganization, says 
the notice, may be filed at any time before, or on cause shown, 
while the hearing is going on, by the trustees, or by or on 
behalf of creditors being not less than 10 per cent in amount 
of any class of creditors, or by or on behalf of stockholders 
being not less than 10 per cent in amount of any such class, 


or with the consent of the Commission by any party in 
interest. 


INDIANS MAY LOSE RAIL LINE 

Examiner R. Romero, in Finance No. 11691, Minneapolis, 
Red Lake & Manitoba Railway Co. abandonment, has recom- 
mended grant of authority permitting that carrier to abandon 
its entire line and abandon operation over the Great Northern, 
between Bemidji and Redby, Minn., a distance of 32.35 miles. 
The applicant operates 3.37 miles over the rails of the Great 
Northern. The applicant’s railroad extends for five miles into 
the Red Lake Indian Reservation. The principal industries 
on it are a fishery and a sawmill at Redby. The fishery is a 
cooperative organization employing, according to the examiner, 
mostly Indians, and a sawmill which is owned by the Indians, 
and operated by the United States government with practically 
all Indian labor. The Office of Indian Affairs of the Depart- 
ment of Interior opposed the grant of the application. Since 
the filing of the application, the Department of Interior has 
authorized a larger cut of timber on the Indian reservation. 
Notwithstanding this increase, the freight revenues, the ex- 
aminer said, would still be $8,757 short of the amount of rev- 
enue required to sustain the line. The examiner said the 
parties primarily affected by the application were the Red 
Lake band of Chippewa Indians, and they, he said, did not 
furnish sufficient traffic to enable the applicant to meet its 
normal operating expenses. The probable additional cost of 
trucking lumber to the nearest railroad other than appli- 
cant’s, was stated by the examiner as $3 a thousand feet. 


STEEL LINES’ MERGER 


In Finance No. 11928, the Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range, 
Duluth & Iron Range, and Interstate Railway Co. have asked 
authority to merge the properties into the Duluth, Missabe & 
Iron Range Railway Co. for ownership and operation. The 
United States Steel Corporation is the beneficial owner of the 
capital stock of the Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range. The Mis- 
sabe owns the capital stock of the Iron Range and Transfer 
Railways which are to be dissolved. The Iron Range is to take 
over the assets and liabilities of the companies to be liquidated. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Municipal Court of City of New York, Borough of Man- 
hattan, Ninth District.) 

Where uniform straight bill of lading prov:ded that car- 
rier’s liability for loss by fire after expiration of free time 
allowed by tariff should be that of warehouseman only and 
tariffs provided for 96 hours’ free time after notice of arr-.val 
and consignee failed to take C. O. D. interstate shipment with- 
in 96 hours and carrier then stored goods in its warehouse 
and warehouse fire destroyed the goods, carrier was “ware- 
houseman” only, and was not liable for goods destroyed in 
absence of proof that fire was due to carrier’s negligence. 
(Simon vs. Universal Carloading & Distributing Co., 1 N. Y. S. 
(2d) 249.) 

Carrier had no duty to notify consignor that C. O. D. ship- 
ment had not been taken up, in absence of agreement for such 
notice in order to terminate liability as carrier.—Ibid. 

Where tariff allowed 96 hours’ free time and uniform 
straight bill of lading provided that carrier’s liability was that 
of warehouseman only after expiration of free time, and con- 
signees notified carrier that they were not ready to take up 
interstate C. O. D. shipment on its arrival, it became carrier’s 
duty to store goods and hold them a reasonable time to enab!e 
consignees to pay, but carrier’s liability in such event was that 
of warehouseman only.—Ibid. 





(Supreme Court, Trial Term, Bronx County.) The Inter- 
state Commerce Act preserves shipper’s common-law right of 
action against carrier for giving unreasonable preference and 
advantage to shipper’s competitors. Interstate Commerce Act, 
Sec. 22, as amended, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 22. (Hewitt vs. 
New York, N. H. & H. R. Co. 1 N. Y. S. (2d) 292.) 

Where railroad issued reasonable and valid embargo to 
connecting lines and agents, effective at point of origin, to 
restrict shipments of grapes so as not to exceed capacity of 
railroad’s facilities, but allegedly failed to enforce such em- 
bargo against one shipper’s competitors, by issuing shipping 
permits to competitors in violation of its own rule but per- 
mitting competitors to receive shipments without permits, state 
court had original jurisdiction of shipper’s common-law action 
in tort for damages, involving only questions of fact of unjust 
discrimination and assessment of damages, as against conten- 
tion that matter must first be submitted to Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—-Ibid. 

A factor to whom goods were consigned for sale to others, 
and who had duty of collecting full amount that could pos- 
sibly be realized, has a special property interest in cause of 
action against railroad for damages for unlawful discrimina- 
tion against his principals with respect to acceptance of goods 
for shipment, had duty of prosecuting such action, and was 
accountable for proceeds thereof.—lIbid. 

A factor to whom goods were consigned for sale to others, 
with duty to collect full amount that could possibly be realized, 
was “trustee of an express trust” under statute, giving right 
to sue railroad for unlawful discrimination against consignors 
in accepting goods for shipment. Civil Practice Act, Sec. 210. 
Ibid. 

A judgment in factor’s action against railroad for dam- 
ages for unjust discrimination against consignors in accepting 
goods for shipment, would bar actions for damages by con- 
signors.—Ibid. 

A California court had no original jurisdiction of action 
against New York railroad for damages for unjust discrimina- 
tion against consignors in accepting goods for shipment..—Ibid. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Erie has filed an application with the Commission for 
approval of proposed modification of signal systems or devices 
under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission in writing within 15 days from February 11. 

The Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe and the Chicago & Eastern 
Tllinois have filed applications with the Commission for approval 
of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices under 
paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
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interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from February 12. 

The Chicago & North Western has filed an application with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the in- 
terstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 


should advice the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
February 14. 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas. San Antonio.) Limita- 
tions on claim of shipper against railroad for excess freight 
charges was tolled by filing suit in the name of the shipper as 
a corporation, notwithstanding shipper was in fact a partner- 
ship, since error was mere misnomer which could be corrected 
by amendment before suit went to trial. (San Antonio & A. P. 
Ry. Co. vs. D. M. Picton & Co., 111 S. W. Rep. (2d) 842.) 

At common law, choses in action were not assignable, and 
hence only title transferable was equitable title——Thid. 

Where shipper assigned right to recover excess freight 
charges to consignee, legal title to chose in action involved 
remained in shipper, and hence action could be maintained 
by shipper.—lIbid. 

That an assignor has transferred a chose in action does not 
prevent him from suing in his own name if he has retained 
the legal title —Ibid. 

An assignee may sue upon a chose in action in name of 
his assignor, both at common law and under law of Texas. 
—Ibid. 

Institution of suit against railroad for excess freight 
charges in name of shipper interrupted running of statute of 
limitations, whether suit was instituted by assignee in name of 
shipper or by shipper itself.—Ibid. 


Where beneficial owner files a suit in name of assignor, it 
is not necessary that petition show upon its face that it is 
brought for benefit of another, if in truth the real beneficial 
owner instituted the suit in that form.—Ibid. 


The dismissal of a suit for want of prosecution will not 
be reversed by reviewing court except for an abuse of trial 
court’s discretion.—Ibid. 


Whether suit which was filed in 1922, and in which a third 
amended petition was filed in 1936, was abandoned before the 
filing of the third amended petition, could not be raised for 
first time on appeal.—Ibid. 


Where rate in effect at time federal government returned 
railroads to their owners, under statute providing for continu- 
ance of rates in effect until changed by state or federal authori- 
ties, was 5% cents per hundred pounds for transportation of 
rough stone 165.6 miles by railroad, and that rate was in- 
creased only 35 per cent by proper authorities thereafter, the 
rate for intrastate shipments of rough stone over 165.6 miles 
between October 20 and August, 1921, was 7% cents per hun- 
dred pounds as respects right to recover alleged overcharge 
by shipper. Federal Control Act of 1918, 40 Stat. 451; Trans- 
"—e, Act 1920, Sec. 208(a), 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 76(a).— 

id. 

The published tariff, in effect when federal statute return- 
ing railroads to owners and providing for continuance of rates 
in effect was enacted, could only be changed by Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and Railroad Commission of Texas 
after return of railroads, and hence order by agent of Director 
General of Railroads, allegedly correcting rate fixed by agent 
so as to conform to order promulgated by director made after 
railroads were returned, could have no effect. Federal Con- 
trol Act of 1918, 40 Stat. 451; Transportation Act of 1920, Sec. 
208(a), 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 76(a).—Ibid. 

Order of Texas Railroad Commission, recognizing that 
rates published by agent for Director General of Railroads had 
been continuously applied and recognized by the commiss‘on, 
could have no retroactive effect, and hence could not affect 
rates on shipments theretofore made as respects right to re- 
cover alleged overcharge by shipper. Federal Control Act 
of 1918, 40 Stat. 451; Transportation Act of 1920, Sec. 208(a), 
49 U.S. C. A., Sec. 76(a).—Ibid. 
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RAILROAD INVESTIGATION 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Federal incorporation of railroads was suggested by Chair- 
man Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce committee, 
at a hearing February 17 in the committee’s railroad investi- 
gation, as a means of affording complete regulatory control 
of the carriers. 

In opening the hearing the chairman said there would be 
considered “two illustrations of the unregulated, uncontrolled 
expansion of railroad systems through purchase of stocks: One, 
the acquisition of stocks of the Erie Railroad by the Van 
Sweringen group; the other, the acquisition of stocks of Bos- 
ton & Maine Railroad by Pennroad Corporation.” 

“The two most striking illustrations of holding companies 
in the railroad field are the Van Sweringen system and the 
Pennsylvania-Pennroad system,” said Chairman Wheeler. 
“Both represent undisciplined, unregulated corporate expan- 
sion in the railroad field through purchase of stocks of railroad 
after railroad. 

“The interests which accumulated the holdings repre- 
sented by these two systems were limited in their acquisitions 
only by their own self-restraint and the limits on cash and 
credit which they could command through ability to sell securi- 
ties to the public. 

“To a large extent, the expansion took place through pur- 
chase of stocks through brokers on the Stock Exchange. 

“Frequently in the scramble for acquisition of control of 
more and more railroad mileage, these interests encountered 
difficulties in the form of state and federal laws. Not infre- 
quently, as the record of the Senate committee has demon- 
strated time and again, resort was had to questionable devices 
to avoid, evade, or circumvent state and federal legislation.” 

Witnesses included Herbert Fitzpatrick, chairman of the 
board of the Chesapeake & Ohio; S. H. Ogden, vice-president 
of the Pennroad, and C. B. Heiserman, formerly vice-president 
and general counsel of the Pennsylvania. 


Chairman Wheeler developed details of acquisition of 19.25 
per cent of the voting stock of the Boston & Maine by the 
Pennroad, a committee statement showing acquisition of 201,- 
387 shares of stock of Boston & Maine at a cost of $23,637,- 
708.38. It was shown that Virginia Transportation Corporation, 
Van Sweringen subsidiary, had acquired through April, 1931, 
981,400 shares of Erie stocks at a total cost of $41,976,445. 
Other details of acquisition transactions were developed. 


The chairman raised the question whether the acquisition 
of the stocks was not wholly void because of the provisions of 
section 54 of the New York public service commission law re- 
lating to acquisition of more than 10 per cent of the stock of 
a railroad company. It was developed that the New York 
commission now had the question under consideration and that 
Chairman Wheeler had corresponded with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission about the matter. 

Mr. Fitzpatrick declined to express an opinion in view of 
the fact that the entire matter was before the New York pub- 
lic service commission, stating he did not think he should ex- 
press an opinion in the circumstances. 

Mr. Heiserman said the Pennroad was not guilty of vio- 
lating the New York law. 

When Chairman Wheeler indicated he felt there should be 
effective regulatory control of holding companies or that they 
should be abolished, Mr. Heiserman, on the subject of regula- 
tion, said he believed there was a need for federal regulation. 

Discussing conflict between state and federal law, Chair- 
man Wheeler inquired as to requiring all railroads to incor- 
porate under federal law. 

Mr. Fitzpatrick agreed that, under federal incorporation, 
there would be simplicity, but there were so many considera- 
tions involved that he would not like to express an opinion. 

Mr. Heiserman said he was sympathetic with what he 
believed were Chairman Wheeler’s objectives in the matter 
and that he was satisfied there were a great many instances 
in which the Commission should have exclusive jurisdiction. 
He indicated he would favor legislation covering the entire 
field in which the railroads had to move and pointed to the 
question of state corporation taxes as one of the issues involved. 
He had worked with Mr. Fitzpatrick on the question, said he, 
and their thought was that the Commission probably should 
be placed in entire control of the railroads. 

“T think the railroads ought to think about the subject of 
federal incorporation,” said Chairman Wheeler, adding not 
from the viewpoint alone of what benefits there would be for 
them in it but also from the viewpoint of accepting the re- 
sponsibilities that would come with it. 

Chairman Wheeler criticized the appointment of President 
Denney, of the Erie, as one of the trustees of that debtor com- 
pany because he did not think an officer of the company should 
be made trustee. 
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Asked why the Chesapeake & Ohio had not guaranteed the 
proposed RFC loan to the Erie, Mr. Fitzpatrick said it was the 
judgment of the board of directors that the Erie would not 
be able to repay the loan. 


CLEMENT TO STOCKHOLDERS 


President M. W. Clement, of the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
in his annual report to stockholders, after pointing out that 
sharp declines in the freight traffic of the road in the last four 
months of 1937, together with steadily advancing operating 
costs, more than offset traffic gains made earlier in the year, 
so that results of the full year’s operations showed a decrease 
of 13.3 per cent in net railway operating income as compared 
with 1936, stresses the need for a constructive national trans- 
portation policy as one of the most important confronting the 
country. He directs attention to the low return earned by the 
railroads on their investment in road and equipment in recent 
years—1.83 per cent in 1933, 1.79 per cent in 1934, 1.94 per 
cent in 1935, and 2.59 per cent in 1936, with 1937 lower than 
1936, and says these low returns are clearly inadequate if the 
railroads are to attract sufficient capital at fair rates to enable 
them to continue improving and modernizing their plants and 
equipment to meet public needs. 

Discussing the application of the railroads for increased 
rates, he calls attention to the fact that, compared with costs 
applicable in May, 1933, the estimated increased expense to 
the railroads as of January 1, 1938, as a result of higher wage 
levels, higher costs of materials and supplies, and increased 
taxes, aggregates approximately $665,000,000 a year. 

“Without further increased revenues,” he says, “these higher 
costs would so accentuate the already unsatisfactory results 
from operation as to jeopardize the solvency of many impor- 
tant railway systems. The unsatisfactory financial condition 
of the railway industry is due not only to the tremendously 
increased costs referred to and the unsettled economic condi- 
tions of the last few years, but to a continuous erosion of the 
rate structure under which the average revenue received by 
the railroads for hauling a ton of freight one mile declined 
from 1.275 cents in 1921, the first full year after the close of 
government operation, to 0.974 cents in 1936, a decrease of 
23.6 per cent, and the average revenue for carrying a pas- 
senger one mile decreased from 3.086 cents to 1.838 cents, a 
decrease of 40.4 per cent during the same period.” 

A note of warning to stockholders is sounded in his re- 
marks on the large number of bills confronting Congress and 
the state legislatures that would adversely affect the industry. 
He names, among others, bills for the establishment of a six- 
hour day, excess crew bills and train limit bills. 

“Railroad costs,” he says, “are affected by legislation and 
the enactment of these proposals, which would not increase 
safety or improve railroad operation, but add tremendously to 
railroad costs, would nullify in large degree the great advances 
in operating methods which have developed and improved serv- 
ice to meet public needs. Legislation of this character, the 
sole effect of which would be place upon the railroads a further 
burdensome expense, with no benefit to the public, but even- 
tually increasing the charge the public pays for rail transpor- 
tation, leads inevitably to less employment on the railroads and 
in the industries dependent upon them as a market for their 
products.” 

He urges that the cost of eliminating grade crossings, 
closely identified with the growth of highway transport and 
a heavy burden on the railroads, should be borne by those 
responsible for the construction of these new highways as 
arteries of commerce, largely in competition with the railroads 
—that is, the general public. 

“These highways and super-highways are built with public 
funds for the benefit of highway-users. The grade crossing of 
today is eliminated primarily for the purpose of expediting 
highway movement and such crossings sholud be considered 
part of the highway system, both for construction and mainte- 
nance. In fairness, no part of the cost of eliminating these 
crossings should be borne by the railroads.” 





REPARATION ORDERS 

Reparation orders have been issued in No. 19194 (supple- 
mental), Proctor & Gamble Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; 
No. 26099, Sub. No. 2 (supplemental), J. E. Carpenter et al. 
vs. Alton et al.; No. 27005 (supplemental), Holly Sugar Cor- 
poration vs. Same; No. 27256 (supplemental), Associated Oil 
Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 27261 (supplemental), Baker 
Produce Corporation et al. vs. Norfolk Southern; No. 27434, 
Fuel Sales Corporation vs. D. L. & W.; No. 27512 (supple- 
mental), Randolph Mills, Inc., vs. Atlantic & Yadkin et al.; No. 
27512, Sub. No. 2 (supplemental), Columbia Manufacturing 
Co. vs. Same; No. 27527, Robinson Canning Co. vs. De Queen 
& Eastern et al. 
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COMMISSION TRANSPORT PLAN? 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, it is understood, is considering whether or 
not it shall put into its report in Ex Parte 123 a plan for deal- 
ing with the railroad problem. The question is understood to 
be whether recommendations under consideration shall, if ap- 
proved, be put in the rate decision report or in a separate 
report for transmission to Congress. 

This situation, it is understood, is known to the President, 
and that is one reason why he wishes to wait for the Commis- 
sion’s decision before holding his railroad conference. 

It is understood that there is under consideration in the 
Commission a proposal for creation of a transportation board 
that would administer legislation to be recommended for effect- 
ing economies in operation through coordination and consolida- 
tion. This board would not be a part of the Commission. 

The proposal for the creation of a transportation board, it 
is believed, is, in effect, a revision of the plan of Coordinator 
Eastman calling for a federal coordinator of transportation 
who would also be a member of the Commission. 

The Commission’s reorganization plan recommended by 
Commissioner Eastman, when he was Federal Coordinator of 
Transportation, provided for issuance of orders to compel re- 
moval of undue competition and to require proper coordination 
in railroad operations. In outlining the duties of the proposed 
coordinator, Mr. Eastman summarized the recommendation 
with respect to compulsion as follows: 


To bring to the attention of the carriers situations in which they 
appear to be incurring unnecessary expense or suffering loss of revenue 
because of undue competition or lack of proper coordination; and, in 
the event that they prove unable or unwilling to correct such situations, 
to enter appropriate orders, subject to review by the Commission, as 
now provided in emergency act with respect to the orders of the present 
coordinator, but by the proposed control board. 


The control board, as contemplated by Mr. Eastman, was 
to consist of the chairman of the divisions of the Commission, 
as set up under the Eastman plan, and the chairman of the 
Commission. 

One objection brought forward, it is understood, to making 
recommendations for dealing with the railroad problem a part 
of the report in Ex Parte 123, is that, if that were done, the 
rate decision would not be issued as soon as it otherwise would 
be. It is believed that there is a real desire on the part of the 
Commission to reach a decision as soon as possible in the rate 
case. It is conceded that, whatever railroad rehabilitation pro- 
posals are under consideration, they are not ready for such 
treatment as would permit any of them to be incorporated in 
the rate decision, if that decision is to be issued in the near 
future. 

With respect to reports crediting him with the preparation 
of a plan for the solution of the railroad problem, Chairman 
Splawn of the Commission, on inquiry, denied responsibility for 
a plan or for the circulation of reports indicating the prepara- 
tion of a plan by him, though admitting that he, as many 
others, had thought on the subject. 

It is understood the chairman has been irked by the impli- 
cation that a little group of those who have been invited to 
participate in the White House conference has prepared a plan 
for presentation to other members of the conference, with the 
idea that the latter should take that plan instead of taking up 
and considering all suggestion that might be sent to the con- 
ference. The inference from the calling of the conference, it 
was pointed out, was exactly the contrary—that is, that the 
men in the conference should bring into the meeting all the 
ideas they might have as a result of their own inquiries for 
consideration along with suggestions that may be sent to other 
members of the conference. Preparation of a plan by a small 
coterie, it was pointed out, could be taken as indicating that 
the coterie thought it was not necessary for other members 
of the conference to do any thinking on the subject. 


Miller and Caskie Plan 


Commissioners Miller and Caskie have outlined a single 
railroad system plan for the solution of the country’s railroad 
difficulties. It is in accordance with the idea put out by Com- 
missioner Miller when he, as chairman of the Commission, 
addressed the annual convention of the National Association 
of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners at Salt Lake City. 
(See Traffic World, September 4, p. 505.) 

Their plan calls for legislation compelling the railroads 
of the country to exchange their securities for securities to be 
issued by a federal corporation. The contemplated corporation, 
it is explained in connection with the information about the 
Miller-Caskie plan, would not be a government corporation. 
That corporation, however, would have the power to condemn 
the securities of existing corporations so as to obtain control 
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of the existing organizations. Commissioner Caskie, it is 
pointed out, suggested the one system solution as long ago as 
1931. “ 

It has been learned that the Commission, in answer to th 
declaration of President Roosevelt that it was with the Com- 
mission, initially, to prepare a plan for the solution of the 
difficulties, has designated a committee composed of Chairman 
Splawn, and Commissioners Eastman and Mahaffie to study 
the question with a view to making a plan. The three have 
been at work on that matter, going over plans heretofore put 
forth, including the Eastman coordinator plan. 

Up to this time, it has been pointed out, all that has been 
done by any commissioner is in his individual capacity, be- 
cause the Commission has not had an opportunity to go over, 
in a formal way, anything that has been done. Memoranda, 
it is admitted, have been circulated but the actual work of 
putting a plan together, it is asserted, has not been under- 
taken. The idea, it is said, is that that work and the con- 
sideration of the issues in Ex Parte 123 shall go along 
concurrently, with a view, if possible, to having a plan sub- 
mitted in connection with the report in Ex Parte 123, if not 
made an integral part of that decision, if one can be agreed 
on by the Commission in time not to delay the report unduly. 

It is authoritatively said that the Miller-Caskie plan has 
not been outlined to the extent of setting a figure on the capi- 
talization of the proposed federal corporation. That point is 
considered relatively unimportant, for, as pointed out, in the 
end the question will be one of the relative value of the units 
to be taken over by the new corporation; that is, as to how 
much the Baltimore & Ohio, for instance, is worth in com- 
parison with the Pennsylvania, in a constructive year, such 
as was used by the railroads in precenting their testimony 
in Ex Parte 123. 


It is understood that conference among the commissioners 
with regard to a plan for the rejuvenation of the railroads point 
have developed support for the proposition that the first thing 
to be done and done quickly is to set up a board with power 
such as the Federal Coordinator had under the emergency act 
of 1933, to order unification and coordination of services and 
facilities, but without the labor limitations which made it im- 
possible, in fact if not in theory, for Coordinator Eastman to 
accomplish anything worth mentioning. A board of three com- 
posed of such men as Carl Gray, Jesse H. Jones and Commis- 
sioner Eastman, it is said, is an idea that has found favor 
among a number of the commissioners if not a majority of them. 


The fact that Commissioners Miller and Caskie think that 
a federal corporation having control over all the railroads of 
the country would be a good solution of the matter, it is said, 
is not to be taken as indicating that they are so committed to 
that plan as to make it impossible for them to go along with 
other commissioners in support of a proposal to set up a co- 
ordinating board empowered to issue orders requiring things to 
be done to reduce expenses. It is said that the commissioners, 
however, have not gone far enough in their conferences to 
warrant a declaration that they have agreed on a plan or are 
anywhere near agreeing on a plan. It is represented among 
those believed to be in a position to know that there has not 
yet been agreement among the commissioners that they should 
undertake to attach recommendations for legislation such as 
would be needed for the establishment of a coordination board 
to the report in Ex Parte 123. 


Attachment of a plan in the form of recommendatinos for 
legislation to the report in Ex Parte 123, it has been sug- 
gested, will make it unnecessary for the Commission to consider 
whether it should or should not advise President Roosevelt that 
it was making a recommendation to Congress for legislation. 
Being a part of its report and order in a rate matter, it is 
pointed out it would be improper for the Commission to advise 
anybody as to what its report and order contained in advance 
of its promulgation for the benefit of the public. If, however, 
a plan is agreed on and not made a part of the decision in 
Ex Parte 123 but is sent to Congress as a report and recom- 
mendation for legislation, under the understanding between 
the Commission and the White House the recommendation 
would be transmitted to the President, through the Bureau of 
the Budget at the same time. 

With regard to the federal corporation idea it is pointed 
out that it would not conflict with the coordination board idea 
prior to its creation. In other words the coordination board 
method of dealing with what ails the railroads could be used 
until the ideal of one railroad system under one federal cor- 
poration had been put into legislation. 

The idea of consolidation of railroads in the hands of a 
federally chartered corporation is set forth in the report of 
Coordinator Eastman and published as Senate document No. 
119 of the second session of the seventy-third Congress, Jan- 
uary 22, 1934. In that report Coordinator Eastman reviewed 
plans for the restoration to health of the railroads, including the 
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plan, prepared at the expense of Frederick H. Prince, following, 
as Coordinator Eastman said, the ideas of an intensive railroad 
student, J. W. Barriger, 3d. 

Coordinator Eastman had two studies made, one as to the 
legal phases of consolidations, including the extent to which 
the government might force them. The study as to the legal 
phases was made by Leslie Craven of his staff and a member 
of the faculty of the law school of Duke University and for- 
merly counsel of the railroad presidents’ conference committee 
on valuation. 

According to the Eastman report on the subject of legal 
right, Mr. Craven stated the following propositions: 


Congress, in the exercise of its power to regulate commerce, can 
require compuisory unification of the various railroad companies into 
designated corporations; 

It can authorize the creation of Federal corporations, and can 
require them to acquire, and the existing companies to grant, owner- 
ship or control of the operating railroad property; 

It can forbid the existing companies to operate in interstate com- 
merce, unless such ownership or control is conveyed to the Federal 
companies as required. 


Those suggesting a single federally chartered corporation 
to own all the railroads of the country, read the Craven propo- 
sitions where he mentions corporations as being equally appli- 
cable to only one corporation. In other words, the mere fact 
that he states his proposition in the plural, does not in any way 
detract from the power which, in his opinion, Congress holds 
to require consolidation of railroads into ownership by one 
corporation. 


Roosevelt Rail Meeting 


In the offices of the Association of American Railroads 
there is a persistent query that, so far as is known, has not 
yet been answered—why was not J. J. Pelley, president of 
the association, invited to attend the railroad conference or 
meeting that is to be held at the White House? 

It is understood that, after the list of those invited was 
made public, Mr. Pelley asked Marvin McIntyre, the presi- 
dential secretary who collaborated with Chairman Splawn, of 
the Commission, in handling the details relating to the matter, 
why he had not been invited and that he was referred to 
Chairman Splawn. 

Chairman Splawn, when asked about the matter, refused 
to make any statement. He says he has said nothing about 
the proposed conference for publication. He has told, so far 
as is known, nothing to newspapermen “not for publication,” 
as some Washington officials do at times. 


It is suggested that Chairman Splawn may have selected 
Carl Gray, of the Union Pacific, as the only railroad man to 
be invited, because of contact he had with him when the trans- 
portation act of 1933 was being drafted. Mr. Gray represented 
the railroads at that time in discussions relating to the pro- 
posed legislation and Chairman Splawn at the time was special 
counsel to the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce and assisted in the preparation of the bill. 

If a railroad conference is decided on as the result of what 
the President has described as a “preliminary” meeting, it is 
expected that the Association of American Railroads wil? seek 
direct representation thereon. The National Industrial Traffic 
League also is expected to ask that it be represented. 

In some quarters the omission of an invitation to Mr. 
Pelley was regarded as a snub for Mr. Pelley and also the 
railroad association. 


President Roosevelt said at his press conference February 
15 that he was still trying to find out when the Commission 
would decide the increased rate case, when he was asked if 
there was anything to announce about the proposed rail meet- 
ing. The reference was to his recent statement that he would 
prefer to have the railroad meeting held after the rate case 
had been decided and that he was going to find out if the 
case was to be decided soon. 

Chairman Splawn called at the White House February 15 
but said he did not see the President. The purpose of his visit 
was not disclosed. 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Preliminary reports from 91 Class I railroads, represent- 
ing 83.6 per cent of total operating revenues, received and 
made public by the Association of American Railroads, showed 
that those railroads, in January, 1938, had estimated operating 
revenues amounting to $231,665,613 compared with $277,255,- 
479 in the same month of 1937 and $366,064,164 in the same 
month of 1930. Operating revenues of those roads in January, 
1938, were 16.4 per cent below those for January, 1937, and 
36.7 per cent below January, 1930. 

Freight revenues of the 91 Class I railroads in January, 
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1938, amounted to $180,242,515 compared with $224,081,812 in 
January, 1937, and $276,049,396 in January, 1930. Freight 
revenues in January, 1938, were 19.6 per cent below the same 
month of 1937, and 34.7 per cent below the same month in 
1930. 

Passenger revenues in January, 1938, according to these 
preliminary reports from 91 Class I railroads, totaled $31,- 
475,386 compared with $31,304,866 in January, 1937, and $58,- 
195,349 in January, 1930. For the month of January, 1938, they 
were 0.5 per cent above the same month in 1937 but 45.9 per 
cent below the same month in 1930, said the association, 
adding: 

Eastern District 

Thirty-five Class I railroads, representing 91.2 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the Eastern District, in January, 1938, had es- 
timated operating revenues of $123,216,407 compared with $154,029,984 
in January, 1937, and $208,701,868 in January, 1930. Operating revenues 
of the 35 Class I railroads in the Eastern District in January, 1938, were 
20.0 per cent below the same month of 1937, and 41.0 per cent below 
January, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in January, 1938, amounted to 
$93,566,578 compared with $123,186,215 in January, 1937, and $154,891,- 
298 in January, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in January, 
1938, were 24.0 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 39.6 per 
cent below the same period in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in January, 1938, totaled $19,- 
491,358 compared with $19,252,521 in January, 1937, and $35,672,566 in 
January, 1930. Passenger revenues in January, 1938, showed an increase 
of 1.2 per cent compared with January, 1937, but a decrease of 45.4 
per cent compared with January, 1930. 

Southern District 

Eighteen Class I railroads, representing 65.0 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the Southern District, had estimated operating 
revenues in January, 1938, of $25,392,635 compared with $27,625,222 in 
January, 1937; and $37,722,500 in January, 1930. Operating revenues of 
the 18 Class I railroads in the Southern District in January, 1938, were 
8.1 per cent below those for the same month in 1937, and 32.7 per cent 
below January, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in January, 1938, amounted to 
$20,232,260 compared with $22,314,747 in January, 1937, and $28,868,919 
in January, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in January, 1938, 
were 9.3 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 29.9 per cent 
below the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in January, 1938, totaled $3,- 
075,173 compared with $3,134,719 in January, 1937, and $5,992,878 in 
January, 1930, being 1.9 per cent below January, 1937, and 48.7 per 
cent below January, 1930. 

Western District 

Thirty-eight Class I railroads, representing 79.5 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the Western District, had estimated operating 
revenues in January, 1938, of $83,056,571 compared with $95,600,273 in 
January, 1937, and $119,639,796 in January, 1930. Operating revenues of 
the 38 Class I railroads in the Western District in January, 1938, were 
a decrease of 13.1 per cent compared with the same month of 1937, and 
a reduction of 30.6 per cent compared with January, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in January, 1938, amounted to 
$66,443,677 compared with $78,580,850 in January, 1937, and $92,289,179 
in January, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in January, 1938, 
were 15.4 per cent below the same month in 1937, and 28.0 per cent 
below the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in January, 1938, totaled $8,908,- 
855 compared with $8,917,626 in January, 1937, and $16,529,905 in Jan- 
uary, 1930. Passenger revenues in January, 1938, were 0.1 per cent 
below those for January, 1937, and 46.1 per cent below January, 1930. 


COMMENDS LISMAN PLAN 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In your editorial of February 12 you gave Mr. Ralph Budd, 
president of the Burlington System, a great deal of credit 
for suggesting a progressive program for the railroads, and 
I think he was entitled to all of the credit you gave him— 
perhaps more; but did you not overlook an even more com- 
prehensive program outlined by Mr. F. J. Lisman on page 
411-12 of the same issue? 

Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate committee also 
did some foreshadowing of what could be done in the interest 
of rail carriers, page 406. 

Personally, I want to commend to all students of transpor- 
tation for their careful consideration the program outlined by 
Mr. Lisman, investment banker, New York, as I think it is the 
most complete and comprehensive statement that anybody has 
so far outlined. In that direction lies railroad solidarity and 
railroad investment safety. 

J. H. Johnston, Secy.-Treas., 
Oklahoma Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. 
Oklahoma City, Okla., Feb. 14, 1938. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 
Hearings in MC 19550, MC 1047 and MC 94577, assigned for Feb- 
ruary 15, at Columbia, S. C., were canceled. 


Hearing in I. & S. M-286, assigned for February 18, at New York, 
N. Y., was cancelled. 
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TRAIN LENGTH LIMIT BILL 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Though some members favored curtailing or ending the 
hearings on S. 69, the bill passed by the Senate limiting the 
length of trains to 70 cars, the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce in executive session, February 15, de- 
cided to proceed with the hearings until those to whom had b2en 
promised a hearing had been heard. 

Representative Crosser, of Ohio, acting chairman of the 
committee, said it was decided it would not be fair to close the 
hearings without hearing those who had arranged to appear 
before the committee. 

The hearings began January 11 and, with one or two ex- 
ceptions, the committee has held morning sessions on the bill 
each Tuesday, Wednesway, Thursday and Friday since then. 
The railroads have not completed their testimony against the 
bill. 

Presentation of the railroad “case” was interrupted Feb- 
ruary 15 to permit representatives of users of the railroads to 
appear in opposition to the bill. Points made against the bill 
by these witnesses were along lines developed by the railroad 
witnesses—principally that the bill could not be supported as 
a safety measure, that its passage would substantially increase 
the cost of railroad operation and that such a law would inter- 
fere with flexibility of operations in a field in which manage- 
ment should not be restricted by legislative prohibitions such 
as contained in the bill. 


Shipper Witnesses 


The witnesses heard February 15 were W. H. Day, mana- 
ger of the transportation bureau of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, appearing for that and other New England inter- 
ests; John B. Keeler, assistant general traffic manager of the 
Koppers Company, Pittsburgh, Pa., as chairman of the legis- 
lative committee of the National Industrial Traffic League, and 
speaking also for the Pittsburgh Chamber of Commerce and 
the Koppers Company and its subsidiaries; C. T. Stripp, traffic 
manager of the National Malleable and Steel Castings Com- 
pany, Cleveland, O.; C. A. Stewart, of Fort Worth, Tex., repre- 
senting the American National Live Stock Association and other 
live stock organizations, and John A. Wright, traffic manager 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Flint, Mich. 

Statements against the bill also were presented by the 
committee assistant clerk, F. P. Randolph, for the following: 
T. R. Langan, traffic manager of Westinghouse Electric and 
Manufacturing Company, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Blue Ridge Glass 
Corporation and Appalachian Traffic Club of Kingsport, Tenn.; 
G. H. Shafer, general traffic manager of General Timber Serv- 
ice, Inc., handling traffic matters for Weyerhaeuser interests; 
Representative Drew, of Pennsylvania; the National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers; the American Cotton Cooperative Asso- 
ciation, and the American Paper and Pulp Association. 

Representative Bulwinkle, of North Carolina, asked Mr. 
Day about the position taken by those for whom he spoke in 
Ex Parte 123, the freight rate increase case, and the witness 
briefly stated the position as submitted to the Commission. 
This was that the railroads’ application was not opposed though 
it was felt in many instances rates had reached the ceiling of 
reasonableness; that there was doubt that the increase if 
granted would accomplish the desired purpose but that it was 
realized the railroads were confronted with a real emergency, 
that they needed money quickly and that the only way to get 
it was through an increase in rates. 

The higher rail rates became, said Mr. Day, the greater 
the trend toward localization of industry and increase in use 
of trucks. 

Objection to Editorial 


Representative Martin, of Colorado, who once railroaded 
in Colorado, said he was never able to understand how trans- 
portation by truck could be more economical than railroad 
service—that he could not see how the two services were com- 
parable—that he could not see how truck competition could be 
cheaper than rail transportation. 

When Mr. Keeler began his testimony, the assistant clerk 
distributed to members of the committee a copy of an editorial 
from Western Farm Life entitled ““McCarran’s Nightmare,” the 
reference being to S. 69, which was introduced by Senator 
McCarran, of Nevada. The editorial criticized the train length 
limit bill. 

Representative Bulwinkle, construing the editorial as con- 
taining derogatory statements about Senator McCarran, pro- 
tested against its distribution to members of the committee. 
Mr. Keeler said he had intended speaking personally about the 
farm paper editorial and that its presentation had nothing to 
do with the League’s presentation. He withdrew the state- 
ment owing to the objection of Mr. Bulwinkle. 


“Mother” of Pettengill Bill 
Representative Martin asked what the position of the 
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National Industrial Traffic League was on the Pettengill long- 
and-short-haul bill. 

“The League is the mother of the Pettengill bill,” said Mr. 
Keeler, explaining that the bill had been introduced at the 
request of the League. 

“T’ll set that virtue down to your credit,” said Mr. Martin, 
who took a prominent part in getting the Pettengill bill through 
the House. 

Mr. Stripp presented a bundle containing 500 signatures 
of persons opposed to the bill. He said the signers had ex- 
pressed opposition to the bill after he had explained the situa- 
tion to them. 

In answer to questions he said included among the sign- 
ers were doctors, lawyers, merchants and “saloon keepers.” 

Representative Boren, of Oklahoma, objected to the sub- 
mission of the signatures to the committee on the ground that 
they did not constitute evidence and were the result of solici- 
tation. Acting Chairman Crosser received the bundle of names 
but said they would not be put in the record of the hearings. 


Autos by Highway 


When Mr. Wright was before the committee, Representa- 
tive Martin asked him about the shipment of automobiles over 
the highways, by caravans and by moving the cars under their 
own power. He also asked what part of the automobile ship- 
ments from Flint moved by highway. Giving only his personal 
estimate, Mr. Wright said about 25 to 30 per cent moved over 
the highways and that the rest went by rail. 

Representative Martin indicated he was not impressed by 
statements that automobile manufacturers were concerned 
about the railroads, taking the position that if they could make 
a = they would take all their traffic away from the rail- 
roads. 

Though he made plain he was not authorized to speak for 
the automobile industry, Mr. Wright said he knew the auto 
manufacturers at Flint did not move new cars under their 
own power for shipment to destination. In the discussion 
members of the committee said they had seen cars moving in 
groups of two under their own power. Mr. Wright adhered to 
his statement so far as the Flint manufacturers were concerned. 
It was developed that dealers came to the point of manufac- 
ture with boys who drove new cars to the dealers’ home towns 
and it was assumed that such practices accounted for congress- 
men seeing new cars moving under their own power along 
the highways. 

It seemed to him, said Mr. Martin, that the practices re- 
ferred to were pretty close to an unfair method of competi- 
tion against the railroads. He spoke of the railroads serving 
at all times—whether there were clouds, rain or snow—and 
said they were the only indispensable arm of national defense 
in the transportation field. 

It was Mr. Martin’s opinion that big manufacturing com- 
panies would not hesitate to take traffic away from the rail- 
roads if they could save a few dollars thereby. This was in 
nature of rebuttal to attacks of business interests on the train 
length bill resting on the injury it was alleged its passage 
would cause to the railroads. 

Propaganda against the bill and stimulation of protests 
against its enactment were discussed at the hearing February 
16 when A. B. Barber, manager of the transportation depart- 
ment of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States, made 
a brief but forceful statement opposing the bill after Repre- 
sentative Withrow, of Wisconsin, raised question about the 
railroads spending money on advertisements attacking the bill. 

Mr. Barber indicated he had intended only reading a let- 
ter from George H. Davis, president of the U. S. Chamber of 
Commerce, but interrogation by Mr. Withrow brought an em- 
phatic reply from him. 

In the last two months, said Mr. Barber, the Chamber had 
received an “enormous flood” of correspondence from members 
dealing with the bill. They could hardly believe, said he, that 
such a bill was being taken seriously because it was so con- 
trary to their views of the economics of transportation. 

A remark that he had not run into stimulation by rail- 
roads of chamber of commerce opposition brought questions 
from Mr. Withrow on that phase of the matter. The congress- 
man referred to the advertisements published by the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads opposing the bill and inquired 
whether that might not have stimulated opposition. Mr. Bar- 
ber agreed but added that was “open and above board.’ He 
said he had been talking about the kind of pressure that had 
been resented. He said he had asked members and said they 
had not been subjected to pressure. 

Mr. Withrow inquired whether the railroads might not 
conserve energy and save money which would be reflected in 
more efficient service and reduced rates by not attacking the 
train limit bill as they had. 

That aroused Mr. Barber to assert that if there ever had 
been a bill that should not have been introduced and as to 
which the railroads were compelled to spend money, it was the 
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train limit bill. He then told of having been special transpor- 
tation adviser to Poland after the World War and of having 
advised Poland and also Germany to increase the size of their 
rail equipment to effect economy in operation and asserted 
that one reason the United States was ahead of European 
countries in efficiency of production and distribution was due 
in considerable part to the cheap mass transportation the 
American railroads had produced. The train limit bill, he 
indicated, would, if made a law, block progress along that line. 

When Representative Bulwinkle asked why he had not 
stirred up opposition to the bill when it was in the Senate, Mr. 
Barber said the bill had been “flashed” out of the Senate com- 
mittee on interstate commerce. The reference was to the 
fact that no hearings were held on S.69 by the Senate com- 
mittee though at a previous session hearings had been held 
proposed on train length limit legislation. 

Mr. Barber preceded a number of witnesses from local 
chambers opposed to the bill. 

Representative Martin in the course of the hearing said 
it appeared as if the hearings on the bill would establish a 
record. He said the committee was now on the nineteenth 
day of hearings. There appeared to be a feeling among mem- 
bers of the committee that the point had been reached where 
the testimony against the bill was largely cumulative. 

In addition to Mr. Barber witnesses heard against the 
bill February 16 were: M. D. Griffith, executive vice-president 
of the New York Board of Trade; J. E. Chamberlain, traffic 
manager of the Nash-Kelvinator Corporation of Grand Rapids, 
Mich.; C. E. Hochstedler, traffic director of the Chicago Asso- 
ciation of Commerce, who appeared also for the Illinois Terri- 
tory Industrial Traffic League; C. E. Elerick, traffic commis- 
sioner of the Grand Rapids Association of Commerce; Kar] S. 
Dixon, assistant secretary of the Ohio Chamber of Commerce, 
who also spoke for a number of individual chambers of com- 
merce; Allen Dean, manager of the transportation bureau of 
the Detroit Board of Commerce; and Samuel H. Williams, 
manager of the transportation and foreign trade bureau of the 
Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce, who also appeared for 
the Reading Chamber of Commerce. 

These witnesses, as had the other shipper witnesses, em- 
phasized that enactment of the bill would interfere with 
economical and efficient handling of shipments by the railroads. 

At the hearing February 17 the witnesses who appeared in 
opposition to the bill were Samuel B. Botsford, executive vice- 
president of the Buffalo Chamber of Commerce; F. M. Ren- 
shaw, traffic commissioner of the Buffalo Chamber of Com- 
merce; William S. Culbertson, for the San Francisco and 
Oakland chambers of commerce; C. J. Goodyear, for the At- 
lantic States Shippers’ Advisory Board; J. E. Bryan, for the 
Mid-West Shippers’ Advisory Board; C. J. Neekamp, for the 
Ohio Valley Transportation Advisory Board; Charles Conaway, 
for the Northwest Shippers’ Advisory Board; C. A. Newton, 
for the Mississippi Valley Association; M. A. Smythe, for the 
Roanoke (Va.) Chamber of Commerce; Charles R. Seal, for 
the Baltimore Association of Commerce; Andrew H. Brown, 
for the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, the Great Lakes 
Shippers’ Advisory Board, and the Cleveland Traffic Club; 
Rudolph Habermann, for the Battle Creek (Mich.) Chamber of 
Commerce; J. J. Underwood, for the Seattle Chamber of Com- 
mence; Neal E. Williams, for the state of North Dakota, and 
Alvin W. Vogtle, for the Southeast Shippers’ Advisory Board. 

Following testimony by other shipper interests, the sched- 
ule called for resumption of testimony by railroad witnesses 
next week. Chairman Lea, on inquiry, said the proponents 
would be afforded an opportunity to make a rebuttal statement 
but it would have to be brief. 

Chairman Lee adjourned the hearings on the train limit 
bill February 18 until the call of the chair. They probably will 
be resumed not later than March 1. 

Additional witnesses appearing against the bill were Don- 
ald A. Callahan, Idaho Chamber of Commerce; John B. Scott, 
Anthracite Institute; F. F. Estes, National Coal Association, 
and Fred Brenckman, National Grange. 


AIR MAIL SERVICE 


Second Assistant Postmaster General Harllee Branch has 
announced that the Post Office Department will celebrate the 
twentieth anniversary of the inauguration of regular air mail 
service by observing the first National Air Mail Week from 
May 15 to May 21. 

“Postmaster General James A. Farley will be honorary 
national chairman of the committee which will arrange for 
fitting observation,” said he. “Paul R. Younts, a director of 
the National Association of Postmasters and Postmaster at 
Charlotte, N. C., will be active chairman of the campaign. 

“An official cachet will be authorized at Kitty Hawk, N. C., 
the birthplace of aviation, to honor the Wright Brothers. 


Every other post office in the United States, of which there are 
over 45,000, will be authorized to arrange for its own local 
cachet. Thousands of privately licensed pilots will be given 
the opportunity of becoming air mail pilots for a day to fly 
the mail from interior offices to air mail stop points.” 


AIR MAIL TO BERMUDA 

Announcement has been made by the Post Office Depart- 
ment of the award of an air mail contract to the Pan American 
Airways for service between the United States and Bermuda. 
The contract calls for service of a frequency of once a week 
and as much oftener as the company may operate planes. The 
company is operating twice a week between Baltimore and 
Hamilton, leaving Baltimore Wednesday and Friday of each 
week at 9:30 a. m., and arriving at Bermuda in about 6% 
hours. The air mail rate is 10 cents a half ounce. 

Mails will be carried beginning with the flight due to leave 
Baltimore Wednesday, March 16. Arrangements have not yet 
been completed with the British Postal Administration for the 
dispatch of mails on return flights by Pan American planes 
from Bermuda to the United States. 


MONEY FOR AVIATION 


Appropriations for air navigation aids and facilities and 
regulation of air commerce are carried in the Commerce De- 
partment appropriation bill reported by the House committee 
on appropriations, for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1938. 
The appropriations recommended follow: Bureau of Air Com- 
merce—Personal services in the District of Columbia, $650,000; 
establishment of air navigation facilities, $4,463,500; mainte- 
nance of air navigation facilities, $6,726,400; regulation of air 
commerce, $1,232,300; safety and planning, $258,000; and pur- 
chase and maintenance of air craft, $335,000. 


FARMERS AND RATES 
Congress has adopted the conference report on H. R. 8505, 
the agricultural adjustment act, carrying the provisions au- 
thorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to represent agriculture 
before the Commission in rate cases. (See Traffic World, Feb. 
12, p. 411.) The measure was sent to the White House. 
President Roosevelt signed the farm bill, February 16. 


PWA FUNDS FOR TRANSPORTATION 

Nearly $100,000,000 worth of new transportation equip- 
ment is in use throughout the country as the result of the 
PWA program, according to a report made by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics. The equipment ranges from motorcycles to 
freight cars and is used for transportation on land, water and 
air. The expenditures were made in the period June, 1933, to 
June, 1937. According to the report, $38,839,968 was spent for 
railway freight cars, $8,893,300 for passenger cars, and $18,- 
671,303 for locomotives. A total of $6,036,370 was spent for 
aircraft of various types. The total of expenditures for trans- 
portation purposes was $90,032,332. 

Locomotives, other than steam, caused the expenditure of 
$11,830,133, while the expenditures for steam locomtives were 
only $6,841,170. 

On new aircraft, expenditures amounted to $6,036,370, and 
on airplane parts, $5,086,400. 


RAILROAD PENSION RULING 
The Bureau of Internal Revenue has announced a ruling 
that amounts paid to A, a former employe of the M Railroad 
Co., pursuant to an agreement designated as a “personal injury 
release” does not constitute taxable compensation under the 
carriers taxing act of 1937. 


Oo. P. & E. REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 11855, 
Oregon, Pacific & Eastern Railway Co. reorganization, has 
ratified the appointment of George T. Gerlinger as trustee. Mr. 
Gerlinger has been president of the company. His appoint- 
ment is subject to the condition that he shall receive no salary 
or compensation as an officer or employe of the debtor, and 
that his only compensation from the estate of the debtor shall 
be that allowed him as trustee by the judge. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYEES 

The National Labor Relations Board has certified the 
National Maritime Union, affiliated with the C. I. O., as the 
excusive collective bargaining agency for unlicensed personnel 
on vessels operating out of Atlantic and Gulf ports by M. & J. 
Tracy and United Fruit Co., New York City, and the Interna- 
tional Seamen’s Union, A. F. of L. affiliate, as the exclusive 
collective bargaining agent for unlicensed seamen on vessels 
operated by the New England Steamship Co., New York City. 
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FREIGHT RATE INCREASES 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


In a letter to Chairman Splawn, with copies of it to the 
other members of the Commission, and R. V. Fletcher, John F. 
Finerty has supplemented his discussion of legal questions 
which he said were raised by queries from the bench in the 
course of his argument in Ex Parte 123 (see Traffic World, 
Feb. 12, p. 394). Mr. Finerty said he felt he had made an 
inadequate reply at the time. Their importance was such, said 
he, that he trusted the Commission would permit him to sup- 
plement what he then said by suggestions in his letter, which 
he said was the result of more mature consideration. — ; 

The questions arose, said Mr. Finerty, in connection with 
his assertion first, that the Commission had ignored the legal 
right of the shippers to the suspension of the proposed in- 
creases on rates protected by maximum rate orders, in con- 
nection with commodities undisposed of by the Commission’s 
report of October 19, 1937, in Ex Parte 115, 233 I. C. C. 657; 
and, second, that the Commission, in denying such suspensions, 
had stultified the express statement by the Commission in that 
report that the interested parties were entitled to a hearing 
on the merits of the carriers’ proposals before such maximum 
rate orders were modified. : 

Several members of the Commission, Mr. Finerty pointed 
out in his letter, took issue with that assertion on the grounds, 
as he understood, first, that suspension was a matter of dis- 
cretion; and, second, that the consideration by the Commission 
of the shippers’ petitions for suspension and the carriers’ 
answers thereto was the equivalent of a hearing or at least 
constituted such hearing as was legally required. Mr. Finerty 
said he admitted then and admitted now that the Commission’s 
discretion to grant or deny suspension was unquestionable. 
The possession of such discretion, he believed, he added, in 
itself afforded no answer to his contentions, for the following 
reasons: 


Because, under peculiar circumstances, to which he referred in his 
letter, the Commission’s order of October 19, 1937, in Ex Parte 115, 
modifying without hearing, but subject to suspension, outstanding 
maximum rate orders on undisposed of commodities, made it an abuse 
of discretion of the Commission subsequently to refuse suspension and 
to accord a hearing thereon. 

Because consideration by the Commission of petitions for suspen- 
sion and the carriers’ answers thereto did not constitute a legal sub- 
stitute for nor a legal equivalent to a hearing. 


In his discussion of the first point, Mr. Finerty said he 
believed he was justified in saying that under the circumstances 
related by him, suspension was not only generally expected by 
the shippers but was believed inevitable by the carriers. Cer- 
tainly, he said, he knew of no action by the Commission that 
had been received with more shocked surprise than the blanket 
denial of the suspension of any of the proposed increases, 
whether protected by maximum rate orders or not, with four 
minor exceptions. 

For the reasons indicated in the letter, Mr. Finerty said 
he believed the Commission’s denial of suspension under such 
circumstances was a clear abuse of discretion. Fully admitting 
the Commission’s possession of discretion, Mr. Finerty said 
he thought its denial of hearing on the reserved commodities 
before modification of outstanding orders, ‘‘contrary to its own 
express recognition of the propriety, if not the legal obligation, 
of such hearing, coupled with its ultimate denial of hearing by 
suspension, cannot be justified by any mere appeal to discre- 
tion.” 


“T think the shippers were legally entitled to hearings 
before the proposed increases in maximum rate orders were 
permitted to become effective,” said Mr. Finerty. “. . . Finally, 
I think that the shippers were entitled at least to some ex- 
planation by this Commission why it had felt justified in ex- 
ercising any claimed discretion against suspension. I am 
certain that shippers in general would like to be advised in 
what respects the showing made in their petitions for suspen- 
sion of increases in rates protected by maximum rate orders 
was insufficient and in what respects the showing made by the 
carriers in their answers was so conclusive that the Commis- 
sion felt either compelled or justified in permitting increases 
over such maximum rates to become effective without any 
hearings whatever. 

“As I have indicated on argument, however, the shippers 
whom I represent would be willing to recognize some emer- 
gency justification for the Commission’s action if the increases 
granted without hearing in Ex Parte No. 115 were to be treated 
as advance instalments on any increases granted in Ex Parte 
No. 123. That, however, is not the carriers’ proposal. The 
carriers’ proposal is to perpetuate the increases granted with- 
out hearing in Ex Parte No. 115 and pyramid on top of them 
any increase in Ex Parte No. 123. It is, therefore, of vital mo- 
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ment that the Commission reexamine the legality and propriety 
of their action in permitting such increases in Ex Parte No. 
115 without hearing as a basis for determining whether, under 
any circumstances, any ncreases in Ex Parte No. 123 should 
be pyramided on such Ex Parte No. 115 increases. Mr. Bell’s 
testimony and his Exhibit 154 show that any such pyramiding 
can be avoided and the carriers still afforded the necessary 
additional revenue by basing any percentage increases in Ex 
Parte No. 123 on the rates in effect on December 19, 1937.” 

The reference in the Traffic World, February 12, p. 393, 
to “Lee Quasy, for the Live Stock Marketers’ Association” was 
incorrect in that it was intended to cover the argument made 
by L. J. Quasey, appearing for the National Livestock Market- 
ing Association. 

“In the interest of time,” said Mr. Quasey, “I will adopt 
the remarks made by Mr. Blaine, because the organization 
that I represent is engaged in the marketing of livestock, and 
a good many of the people that are members of his organiza- 
tion and those he represents, are also members of the National 
Livestock Marketing Association.” 

Mr. Quasey, however, discussed prices and other facts 
pertaining to the raising and marketing of livestock and the 
marketing of the products of livestock. 


M. & ST. L. ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in a supplemental report 
in Finance No. 10907, Minneapolis & St. Louis abandonment, 
has authorized abandonment of that part of a branch line ex- 
tending from Angus to Berkeley, Ia. In the original applica- 
tion, permission was requested to abandon the entire line 
extending southerly from Kalo Junction, a point near Fort 
Dodge, to Angus, a distance of approximately 44 miles. After 
the receivers had given consideration to proposals made by 
protestants, they filed an amended application to abandon only 
a part of the line, from Otho to Berkeley, leaving intact the 
part of the line between Kalo Junction and Otho, a distance 
of 2.7 miles, at the northern end of the line, and the portion 
between Angus and Berkeley, a distance of 5 miles, at the 
southern end of the line, with a limited service. On later 
proceedings, the Commission permitted abandonment of the 
Otho branch. 


FACTS ABOUT RAILROADS 


“Approximately 42% per cent of the traffic handled by the 
railroads is now carried in freight trains of more than seventy 
cars,” says the Association of American Railroads. 

“The ratio of net funded debt of the railroads to their 
investment in road and equipment is now the lowest on record. 

“Class I railroads in 1937 had a net railway operating in- 
come of $590,180,565 or a return of 2.27 per cent on their prop- 
— cama compared with $667,174,165 or 2.58 per cent 
in ’ 

“In the fourteen years from 1923 to 1936, inclusive, the 
length of trains increased sixteen per cent, but the frequency 
of train accidents per million train-miles decreased 59 per cent 
and the frequency of casualties to road freight train and engine 
service employes decreased 70 per cent. 

“More than twice as many casualties to freight conductors, 
brakemen and flagmen took place in 1937 on the Southern 
Pacific, in Arizona, where freight trains are limited to seventy 
cars, than in Navada, where there is no restriction. Freight 
=— moved in Nevada was two per cent greater than in 

rizona. 


“Railway taxes in 1937 averaged nearly $900,000 daily.” 


RULES FOR HANDLING L. C. L. FREIGHT 


The operating-transportation division of the Association 
of American Railroads has issued a booklet containing a re- 
vision of the less-than-carload loading rules, last published in 
1924. It carries the title “Recommended Rules for the Re- 
ceipt, Stowing, Handling and Delivery of Less-than-Carload 
Freight,” and contains, in addition to the new rules as recom- 
mended by the committee on prevention of loss and damage 
of the freight claim division, more than 90 illustrations supple- 
menting the text. 

In a letter to members of the freight claim division, Lewis 
Pilcher, secretary, transmits the suggestion of the committee 
that the new publication be made the starting point for a 
campaign for the reduction of loss and damage of less-carload 
merchandise which has been on the increase. The letter sug- 
gests other measures which claim prevention officials of rail- 
roads ought to take in “such a concerted drive,” including the 
use of bulletins and posters, the holding of educational meet- 
ings at terminals and the organization of committees at larger 
stations. 
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MOTOR ACT VIOLATIONS 


On a plea of guilty to a criminal information charging E. R. 
Johnson with unlawfully transporting property between Salt 
Lake City, Utah, and Boise and Buhl, Ida., without there 
being in force and effect a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing such operation, Judge Charles C. 
Cavanah, in the district court of the United States, for the 
district of Idaho, southern division, at Boise, imposed a fine 
of $300 on defendant, who has been doing business as Johnson 
Truck Line, Twin Falls, Ida., according to Secretary Bartel 
of the Commission. The judge ordered that $50 of the fine 
be paid within 30 days. and the remainder within 60 days. 
The defendant obtained a certificate to operate between Salt 
Lake City and Twin Falls but the Commission denied author- 
ity to operate between the other points. Investigation dis- 
closed that on August 10 defendant operated between the 
forbidden points and cortinued such operation until Septem- 
ber 30, 1937. 

Judge Guy L. Fake, in the district court of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, has signed a permanent 
injunction enjoining C. A. Hendrickson, Inc., 82 Waverly Ave- 
nue, Brooklyn, N. Y., from charging or receiving less compensa- 
tion for the transportation of property by motor vehicle in 
interstate commerce over its lines than the rates and charges 
specified in its tariffs on file with the Commission and in effect 
at time of such transportation; from offering or giving conces- 
sions in respect to the transportation of property over its lines 
and from transporting property until it first has on file with 
the Commission a tariff showing the rates and charges on 
which the property is transported, according to Secretary Bar- 
tel. A decree was entered with the consent of the defendant. 
C. A. Hendrickson, Inc., entered a plea of guilty to a criminal 
information charging it with granting concessions and trans- 
porting property without having on file the rates and charges 
covering such transportation. Imposition of.sentence was sus- 
pended by Judge Fake for a period of one year in which time 
for cause shown application may be made to the court for 
sentencing the defendant on the counts contained in the in- 
formation, according to Secretary Bartel: ; 

The Commission has been advised that on a plea of guilty 
by the Pacific Intermountain Express, Inc., to an information 
filed against it and W. B. Grummel and Melvin D. Savage, 
Judge Johnson, in the federal court at Salt Lake City, Utah, 
has imposed fines on the carrier totaling $497. The charges 
against W. B. Grummel and Melvin D. Savage, officers of the 
corporation, were dismissed, according to a statement by Sec- 
retary Bartel. ; 

The information contained 48 counts charging that the 
carrier unlawfully, knowingly and wilfully charged, demanded, 
collected and received for the transportation of property be- 
tween various points in Utah and points in California a less 
compensation than the rates and charges specified in its tariffs. 
Judge Johnson, in imposing sentence, fined the carrier $450 on 
the first count and $1 each on the remaining 47 counts. 


HIGHWAY PROPOSALS 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Senator Lonergan, of Connecticut, has announced he will 
introduce a bill to establish a board in the U. S. Bureau of 
Public Roads with authority to undertake a twenty-year pro- 
gram of constructing a transcontinental system of special 
safety superhighways, units of which would be financed by toll 
charges until the cost was liquidated. 

The senator said the Bureau of Public Roads had com- 
pleted a survey made at his request and that it indicated that 
it was impossible at this time to contemplate the immediate 
construction of transcontinental highways and expect them to 
be self-liquidating. The survey showed, said he, that the actual 
need at present was for hundreds of small toll projects to take 
traffic around cities and to avoid railroad grade crossings, 
while, at the same time, absorbing existing units of the public 
roads system which were of boulevard width and which com- 
plied with safety requirements. 

The plan advocated by some to undertake overnight a 
nation-wide superhighway program, said Senator Lonergan, 
was a dream. Continuing, he said: 


What we need is a program which ultimately will give us such 
transcontinental super-highways, instead of a patch-work of smaller 
roads. 

The Bureau of Public Roads survey has convinced me that we 
can lay out a system of roads which, by improved direction, by avoid- 
ing cities, and by avoiding grade crossings, will give us all of the 
super-highway accommodations we will need at a time when they 
are needed. At present, there is definite indication that a directional 
highway from Boston to Washington, absorbing the Merritt Parkway 
in Connecticut, avoiding New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore, and 

absorbing parts of Route 1, with tolls applicable only to certain units, 
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would be economically justified. But when we consider the traffic load 
west of Chicago it is certain that. at present, the main highways are 
sufficient to carry the load of traffic without congestion, except at 
cities. Toll bypasses could be erected at these points as a start, such 
units, however, to be installed only on those roads conforming to a 
straight line directional route in the transcontinental plan. 


Senator Lonergan said that the cost of obtaining rights-of- 
way would absorb too much of the most of any project at 
present to undertake super-highways without absorbing parts 
of the regular public roads system. He explained, however, 
that after a planning agency laid out the directional routes of 
a transcontinental system a method could be devised by which 
the states would grant rights-of-way, or be required to apply 
regular federal aid funds, or work relief funds, allocated by 
the Federal government, to roads connecting up with the 
special highway system. 

Senator Lewis, of Illinois, has introduced S. 3451, a bill 
to construct overhead or elevated roadways to relieve conges- 
tion and to be paid for by a system of taxation or toll equaling 
the amount of the necessary debt for the construction. A levy 
would be made on vehicles or the users of them. Unemploy- 
ment relief is one of the objectives of the bill. 

Representative Snyder, of Pennsylvania, spoke in the 
House February 14 in support of his bill providing for con- 
struction of a system of super-highways. 

Measures recommended to reduce the highway accident 
toll are described in a report made to Congress by the Bureau 
of Public Roads. The report has been published as House 
Document No. 462, parts 1 to 6. 


Roosevelt Interested 


President Roosevelt, it was revealed at his press confer- 
ence February 15, thinks construction of super-highways may 
be financed by tolls and application of the principle of excess 
condemnation. He indicated the matter was under considera- 
tion. Under excess condemnation, it was pointed out, the pub- 
lic authority building a highway buys land adjoining the right- 
of-way which it is expected will be increased in value by the 
highway and obtains the profit from the sale of such land that 
otherwise would go to the owner from whom the land was 
originally bought by the public authority. The President told of 
an instance near his Hyde Park home where a land owner re- 
ceived $2,000 for land used for a right of way for a highway 
and then sold land abutting the highway for $6,000, getting 
a total .of $8,000. If excess condemnation had been applied 
in that instance, the profit gained from the sale of the land 
would have gone to the public authority, it was pointed out. 
The President said he was not against construction of super- 
highways if the cost were met by tolls and excess con- 
demnation. 

_ The salary of members of the board of the “United States 
Highway Corporation” proposed in Senator Bulkley’s bill, S. 
3428, would be $10,000 a year, not $100,000 a year (see Traffic 
World, Feb. 12, p. 413). 

Representative Randolph, of West Virginia, has introduced 
the Bulkley bill in the House, H. R. 9505. 

The Senate banking committee will begin hearings Feb- 
ruary 23 on the Bulkley super-highway bill. 


N. Y. TRUCKERS ASK STATE REGULATION 


The Niagara Frontier Tariff Bureau, an organization of 
truck operators in the Buffalo, N. Y., district, has adopted a 
resolution favoring the adoption of a state regulatory law for 
highway motor carriers and highway traffic brokers. The reso- 
lution, copies of which have been sent to state legislators from 
Erie County, asserts that the trucking industry in New York 
“is sorely in need of assistance and regulations which alone can 
accomplish that which is needed if the industry is to be saved 
from financial ruin.” The existing wage levels, the resolution 
continues, “can only be maintained through the establishment 


of uniform reasonable rules, rates and practicse, properly 
enforced.” 


NEBRASKA TRUCK RATES 


The Nebraska State Railway Commission began hearings 
February 17, on an order issued by it for the carriers con- 
cerned to show cause why all the railroad intrastate rates now 
reduced to meet truck competition should not be immediately 
restored to the full normal rate basis. The order was issued 
on the theory that such action was necessary to permit effec- 
tive truck regulation under the truck rate structure put into 
effect by the Nabraska commission February 14. (See Traffic 
World, February 12, p. 413.) 
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SIZE AND WEIGHT OF VEHICLES 


Reversing the federal district court for the eastern dis- 
trict of South Carolina, the Supreme Court of the United 
States, February 14, in an opinion by Justice Stone, held that 
the South Carolina law prohibiting use on the state highways 
of motor trucks and “semi-trailer motor trucks” whose width 
exceeds 90 inches and whose weight including load exceeds 
20,000 pounds, was within the legislative power of the state, 
did not infringe the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
and that the resulting burden on interstate commerce was not 
forbidden. 

The decision was handed down in No. 161, South Carolina 
State Highway Department, South Carolina Public Service 
Commission et al., appellants, vs. Barnwell Brothers, Inc., 
Poole Transportation, Inc., Horton Motor Lines, Inc., et al. 

Motor highway interests have regarded this case as a test 
case with respect to the power of the states to impose on com- 
mercial vehicles size and weight restrictions. 

The highest tribunal disagreed with a finding of the lower 
court that the weight and width prohibitions placed an un- 
lawful burden on interstate motor traffic passing over speci- 
fied highways of South Carolina. 

The lower court also had held that the challenged provi- 
sions of the statute had not been superseded by the federal 
motor carrier act and adopted as its own the ruling of the 
state Supreme Court in State ex rel. Daniel vs. John P. Nutt 
Co., 180 S. C. 19, that the challenged provisions, being an 
exercise of the state’s power to regulate the use of its high- 
ways so as to protect them from injury and to insure their 
safe and economical use, did not violate the fourteenth amend- 
ment. 

Justice Stone said the principal question for decision was 
whether the prohibitions in the statute imposed an unconsti- 
tutional burden on interstate commerce. 

Appellees included the original plaintiffs below, who wer. 
truckers and interstate shippers; the Commission and other 
who were permitted to intervene as parties plaintiff. The: suit 


. : : “te ugitj 
was brought against various state officials to enjoin them from Se 


enforcing the weight and width restrictions among others; on 
the ground that they had been superseded by the fedéra 
motor carrier act; that they infringed the due process clause 
the fourteenth amendment and that they imposed an unco 
stitutional burden on interstate commerce. Certain railroads 
interested in restricting the competition of interstate motor 
carriers were permitted to intervene as parties defendant, said 
Justice Stone. 

The lower court exempted from the operation of its decree, 
bridges on those highways “not constructed with sufficient 
strength to support the heavy trucks of modern traffic or too 
narrow to accommodate such traffic safely,” provided the state 
highway department should place at each end of the bridge 
proper notices warning that the use of the bridge was for- 
bidden by trucks exceeding the weight or width limits and 
provided the proper authorities took the necessary steps to 
enforce the law against such use of the bridges. 

“The trial court,” said Justice Stone, “rested its decision 
that the statute unreasonably burdens interstate commerce, 
upon findings, not assailed here, that there is a large amount 
of motor truck traffic passing interstate in the southeastern 
part of the United States, which would normally pass over the 
highways of South Carolina, but which will be barred from 
the state by the challenged restrictions if enforced, and upon 
its conclusion that, when viewed in the light of their effect 
upon interstate commerce, these restrictions are unreasonable.” 

South Carolina, said Justice Stone, had built its highways 
and owned and maintained them. It had received from the 
federal government, said he, in aid of its highway improve- 
ments, money grants which had been expended on the high- 
ways to which the injunction applied. 


“But as the district court held,” continued Justice Stone, 
“Congress has not undertaken to regulate the weight and size 
of motor vehicles in interstate motor traffic and has left un- 
disturbed whatever authority in that regard the states have 
retained under the Constitution. 


“While the constitutional grant to Congress of power to 
regulate interstate commerce has been held to operate of its 
own force to curtail state power in some measure, it did not 
forestall all state action affecting interstate commerce. Ever 
since Willson vs. Black Bird Creek Marsh Co., 2 Pet. 245, 
and Cooley vs. Board of Port Wardens, 12 How. 299, it has 
been recognized that there are matters of local concern, the 
regulation of which unavoidably involves some regulation of 
interstate commerce but which, because of their local character 
and their number and diversity, may never be fully dealt with 
by Congress. Notwithstanding the commerce clause, such 
regulation in the absence of Congressional action has for the 
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most part been left to the states by the decisions of this court, 
subject to the other applicable constitutional restraints. 

; “The commerce clause, by its own force, prohibits dis- 
crimination against interstate commerce, whatever its form 
or method, and the decisions of this court have recognized that 
there is scope for its like operation when state legislation 
nominally of local concern is in point of fact aimed at inter- 
state commerce, or by its necessary operation is a means of 
gaining a local benefit by throwing the attendant burdens on 
those without the state. . . . The commerce clause has also 
been thought to set its own limitation upon state control of 
interstate rail carriers so as to preclude the subordination of 
the efficiency and convenience of interstate traffic to local 
service requirements. 

“But the present case affords no occasion for saying that 
the bare possession of power by Congress to regulate the in- 
terstate traffic forces the states to conform to standards which 
Congress might, but has not adopted, or curtails their power 
to take measures to insure the safety and conservation of their 
highways which may be applied to like traffic moving intra- 
state. Few subjects of state regulation are so peculiarly of 
local concern as is the use of state highways. There are few, 
local regulation of which is so inseparable from a substantial 
effect on interstate commerce. Unlike the railroads, local 
highways are built, owned and maintained by the state or its 
municipal subdivisions. The state has a primary and imme- 
diate concern in their safe and economical administration. The 
present regulations, or any others of like purpose, if they are 
to accomplish their end, must be applied alike to interstate 
and intrastate traffic both moving in large volume over the 
highways. The fact that they affect alike shippers in inter- 
state and intrastate commerce in large number within as well 
as without the state is a safeguard against their abuse.” 

.From the beginning it had been recognized that a state 
w fit, build and maintain its own highways, canals 
nd that in the absence of Congressional action 
was peculiarly within its competence, even 
ommerce was materially affected, said Jus- 









ting, state regulation of intrastate car- 
regardless of its effect upon interstate 


tic ne sand the nature of the authority of the state 
Ou i had often been pointed out by the 
couft., > f 

ne y not; id he, “under the guise of regulation, dis- 
criminag® against Ihterstate commerce. But ‘in the absence of 
national legislation specially covering the subject of interstate 
commerce, the state may rightly prescribe uniform regulations 
adapted to promote safety upon its highways and the conser- 
vation of their use applicable alike to vehicles moving in inter- 
state commerce and those of its own citizens.’ Morris vs. 
Duby, 274 U. S. 135, 143. This formulation has been repeatedly 
affirmed, Clark vs. Poor, 274 U. S. 554, 557; Sprout vs. South 
Bend, 277 U. S. 163, 169; Sproles vs. Binford, 286 U. S. 374, 
389, 390; cf. Morf vs. Bingaman, 298 U. S. 407, and never dis- 
approved. This court has often sustained the exercise of that 
power although it has burdened or impeded interstate com- 
merce.” 


So long as the state action did not discriminate, said 
Justice Stone, the burden was one which the Constitution per- 
mitted because it was an inseparable incident of the exercise 
of legislative authority, which, under the Constitution, had 
been left to the states. 

“Congress, in the exercise of its plenary power to regulate 
interstate commerce, may determine whether the burdens im- 
posed on it by state regulation, otherwise permissible, are too 
great, and may, by legislation designed to secure uniformity 
or in other respects to protect the national interest in the 
commerce, curtail to some extent the state’s regulatory power,” 
said Justice Stone. 


But that was a legislative and not a judicial function, said 
he. In the absence of such legislation, said he, the judicial 
function stopped with the inquiry whether the state legislature 
in adopting regulations such as the present, had acted within 
its province, and whether the means of regulation chosen were 
reasonably adapted to the end sought. 

Justice Stone said the first inquiry had already been re- 
solved by the court’s decisions that a state might impose non- 
discriminatory restrictions with respect to the character of 
motor vehicles moving in interstate commerce as a safety 
measure and as a means of obtaining the economical use of its 
highways. In resolving the second, said he, courts did not sit 
as legislatures, either state or national. 

“They cannot act as Congress does when, after weighing 
all the conflicting interests, state and national, it determines 
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when and how much the state regulatory power shall yield 
to the larger interests of a national commerce,” said he. 

Justice Stone said that since the adoption of one weight or 
width regulation, rather than another was a legislative, not a 
judicial choice, its constitutionality was not to be determined 
by weighing in the judicial scales the merits of the legislative 
choice and rejecting it if the weight of evidence presented in 
court appeared to favor a different standard. 

At the outset, said he, it should be noted that underlying 
much of the controversy was the relative merit of a gross 
weight limitation as against an axle or wheel weight limitation. 
He said it was for the legislature to say whether the one test 
or the other would in practical operation better protect the 
highways from the risk of excessive loads. He said there was 
little in the record to mark any controlling distinction between 
the application of the gross load weight limitation to the 
motor truck and to the semi-trailer motor truck. The justice 
said there was adequate support for the weight limitation. The 
fact that many states had adopted a different standard was 
not persuasive, said he. He said the conditions under which 
highways must be built in several states, their construction 
and demands made on them were not uniform. 

“The road building art,” said he, “as the record shows, 
is far from having attained a scientific certainty and precision, 
and scientific precision is not the criterion for the exercise of 
the constitutional regulatory power of the states.” 

Saying that only a word needed to be said as to the width 
limitation, Justice Stone said the record showed without contra- 
diction that the use of heavy loaded trucks on the highways 
tended to force other traffic off the concrete surface onto the 
shoulders of the road adjoining its edges and to increase re- 
pair costs materially. He said it also appeared that as the 
width of trucks was increased it obstructed the view of the 
highway, causing much inconvenience and increased hazard 
in its use. : 

Justices Cardozo and Reed took no part in the considera- 
tion or decision of the case. 

The decision of the Supreme Court in the Barnwell case 
may result in demand for enactment of legislation by Congress 
establishing uniform size and weight restrictions. 

The National Highway Users’ Conference issued a state- 
ment pointing out that Justice Stone had held that Congress 
could, by legislation designed to obtain uniformity and in other 
respects to protect the national interest in commerce, curtail 
to some extent the state’s regulatory power. ; Te 

The conference said no two states imposed identical limi- 
tations on motor-vehicle sizes and weights. 


“Careful analysis of the decision leads to the conclusion 
that the motor carrier industry ‘lost a battle but won a war,’”’ 
said J. Ninian Beall, general counsel of the American Truck- 
ing Associations, Inc., in comment on the Supreme Court’s 
decision in the South Carolina case. 

“The Supreme Court carefully drew the distinction be- 
tween the functions and duties of the federal judiciary and the 
power of the federal Congress. It held that the federal judi- 
ciary could not under the authority of the ‘commerce clause’ 
of the federal constitution substitute its judgment for the judg- 
ments of the legislature, but at the same time it clearly held 
that under the ‘commerce clause’ the federal Congress had 
plenary powers over the subject matter. 

“In spite of the numerous decisions by the Supreme Court 
to the effect that the powers of the federal government under 
the ‘commerce clause’ were plenary and not divisible and in 
spite of the fact that there are several cases involving state 
highway restrictions wherein the court said that ‘in the 
absence of federal regulation’ the state regulations were valid 
and not repugnant to the ‘commerce clause,’ the states have 
persisted in the contention that their power over highways was 
complete and not divisible and that it was beyond the power 
of the federal government to regulate the use of highways... . 

“The court has pointed the way for uniformity through con- 
gressional action. It is now up to the motor carrier industry to 
secure legislation which in unmistakable terms covers the 
subject. This can probably be done by amendments to the 
motor carrier act and to the federal highway aid acts. 

“Reactions to the decision indicate that action along these 
lines will receive strong support from carriers, shippers and 
some states. Proposed legislation is being prepared and will 
be submitted to the legislative committee within a few days.” 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 86894, Sullivan Laffee, contract carrier application; 
MC 26451, Sub. No. 3, Intermountain Transportation Co., ex- 
tension of operations; MC 26451, Sub. No. 4, Intermountain 
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Transportation Co., extension of operations; MC 26451, Sub. 
No.8, Intermountain Transportation Co., extension of operations; 
MC 26451, Sub. No. 10, Intermountain Transportation Co., 
extension of operations; MC 53982, Diver & Shedron, common 
carrier application; MC 86154, Ernest L. Johnson, common 
carrier application. MC 2708, application of Raymond A. Par- 
dee, dba Pardee’s Parcel Delivery & Express, Gardner, Mass. 

MC 2030, application of J. Lester Miller, Inc., Concord, 
N. C.; MC 6942, application of H. R. Neff, dba H. R. Neff & 
Son, Earlham, Ia. 

MC 2789, Sub. No. 1, West Coast Transport Co., extension 
of operations; MC 77958, Portland Van & Storage Co., broker 
application. 

MC 13252, application of C. H. Stradling, dba Walter G. 
Wilson & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 22679, application of E. G. 
Replogle, dba Replogle Truck Service, Marshalltown, Ia.; MC 
2873, application of Rapid Transfer and Storage Co., Inc., 
Alexandria, La.; MC 38532, application of Weiner’s Express, 
Inc., East Hartford, Conn.; MC 35579, application of Dagmar 
Carlsen, dba Sterling Transport Co., Salina, Kan.; MC 42769, 
application of Leslie Reeser, York Haven, Pa.; MC 59100, appli- 
cation of Sie Ralston, dba Ralston’s Truck Line, Ravenwood, 
Mo.; MC 32130, application of R. S. Powell and G. W. Powell, 
dba R. S. Powell, Burkeville, Va.; MC 33549, application of 
Staub Transportation Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; MC 11096, appli- 
cation of Clarence McKee, Hanover, O. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 1509, Sub No. 5, Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
extension of operations, as of Feb. 2; MC 3563, National Freight 
Lines, Inc., common carrier application, as of Jan. 31; MC 
3563, National Freight Lines, Inc., extension of operations, as 
of Jan. 31; MC 50234, Rosa C. Favreau, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 2; MC 86153, Joe Levine, contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 2; MC F-309, Interstate Transit Lines 
(Nebraska), purchase, Earl E. Wright and Elizabeth Graham, 
as of Feb. 9; MC 801, Tucumcari Truck Line, common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 4; MC 68930, Tucumcari Truck Line, 
contract carrier application, as of Feb. 4; MC 801 Sub No. 1, 
Tucumcari Truck Line, extension of operations, as of Feb. 4; 
MC 50077, Louis Amendt, common carrier application, as 
of Feb. 3; MC 86666, Larry’s Vermont Express, contract 
carrier application, as of Feb. 3; MC 86741, Firman George 
Contract carrier application, as of Feb. 3; I. & S. M-161, 
fares between Bergen County, N. J., and New York, N. Y., 
as of Feb. 7; MC 1509, Sub. No. 3, Northland Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., extension of operations, as of Feb. 7; MC 
6314, Sub. No. 1, Bertie Towers, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 3; MC 6797, Lloyd Wesley Skeels, common 
or contract carrier application, as of Feb. 7; MC 10629, George 
H. Zahrt, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 7; MC 14242, 
Henry W. Lester, common carrier application, as of Feb. 7; 
MC 17739, Peters Trucking Service and Fast Freight Lines, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 7; MC 19198, Interurban 
Transportation Co., Inc., extension of operations, as of Feb. 8; 
MC 32523, Sub. No. 1, Herman Uecker, contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 7; MC 86068, Ralph French, common car- 
rier application, as of Feb. 7; MC 86422, T. A. Gregory, con- 
tract carrier application, as of Feb. 8; MC 86669, Arthur T. 
Heath, common carrier application, as of Feb. 7; MC 86722, R. 
C. Barry, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 7; MC 86754, 
Empire Fuel & Transfer Co., contract carrier application, as 
of Feb. 9; MC 86795, Vandervoort Bros., contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 24; MC 86953, Merton C. McGrew, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Feb. 9. 


ROCK ISLAND MOTOR PURCHASE 


Subject to conditions such as have been placed on other 
railroads, Examiner John S. Higgins, in MC F-445, Rock Island 
Motor Transit Co., purchase White Line Motor Freight Co., 
Inc., et al., has recommended that the Rock Island company’s 
purchase of the operating rights and property of the White 
Line Motor Freight Co. and the White Line Trucking Co. be 
approved and authorized. The Rock Island Motor Transit Co. 
is a wholly owned subsidiary of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway. 

The condition under which the Rock Island Railroad may 
acquire the motor lines, if the examiner’s recommendation is 
adopted, is like that imposed by the Commission in Pennsy]l- 
vania Truck Lines, Inc., Acquisition of Control, 1 M. C. C. 101 
and 5 M. C. C. 9. The limitation is that the applicant shall 
not render service from or to, or interchange traffic at any 
point other than a station on the lines of the Rock Island, and 
shall be subject to such further limitations as the Commission 
may deem necessary to assure that the service shall be auxili- 
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ary or supplementary to the train service of the railroad and 
shall not unduly restrain competition; that no truck service 
shall be conducted at other than rail rates; that no contract or 
irregular route operations shall be conducted pursuant to the 
rights acquired, and that neither the applicant nor the railroad, 
their directors, officers or agents, shall directly or indirectly 
vote the stock of White Line Transfer & Storage Co. without 
specific authority from the Commission. 

The storage company, according to the report, engages 
principally in local storage and transfer business in Des Moines 
and also nauls household goods and heavy loading machinery 
in over-the-road service.- As an incident to the transaction, 
control of the White Line Transfer & Storage Co. is to be 
acquired by Lawrence E. Stone, which transaction, the exami- 
ner said, did not require approval by the Commission. The 
railroad officers, however, under the recommendation of the 
examiner, are not to vote the transfer and storage company 
stock now pledged with the Rock Island in the event of de- 
fault, without specific authority from the Commission. 

The motor freight and the trucking companies operate, so 
far as the rights involved in this proceeding are concerned, as 
carriers of property by motor vehicles over the same highway 
between Chicago, Ill., and Omaha, Neb., via East Moline, 
Moline, Rock Island, Ill. and Davenport, Des Moines and 
Council Bluffs, Ia., with minor routes to Muscatine and Cewar 
Rapids, paralleling generally the lines of the Rock Island 
between those points, except that between Chicago and East 
Moline, the motor routes, according to the report, are 20 to 
25 miles from the line of the Rock Island at the farthest point. 

The Rock Island is to pay $59,400 for the properties, of 
which not to exceed $9,400 represents indebtedness against 
certain equipment to be acquired, which the Rock Island agrees 
to assume. The purchase, according to the report, is the result 
of the loss of less-than-carload traffic by the Rock Island, and 
with the view to improving the railroad company’s service by 
a coordination of rail and motor facilities. 

Protesting but not named rail and motor interests, the 
examiner said, urged denial of the application on the grounds, 
among others, that the financial condition of the companies 
involved and the competitive situation in the territory did not 
justify the purchase in the public interest. They urged, he 
said, that rail-truck coordination might be accomplished by 
the railroad through use of independent motor lines. 


STATUS OF JOLIET TRANSFER COMPANY 


Complainants in MC C-70, Chicago-Milwaukee Motor Car- 
riers vs. Joliet Transfer Company, appearing before L. J. Free- 
hof, representing Joint Board 149, and Examiner Later, at the 
hearing in that case, at Chicago, February 17, asked the Com- 
mission to issue a cease and desist order against the defendant 
company, which, they alleged, had been operating as an inter- 
state motor common carrier without maintaining rates on file 
with the Commission and without observing other rules and 
regulations of that body. The Joliet Transfer Company, up 
to January 15, 1937, had so filed its rates and maintained joint 
rates and services with other truck companies within Illinois 
and interstate, witnesses for the complainant, an association 
of truckers operating between Chicago and Milwaukee, testi- 
fied. On that date, the Joliet company withdrew its tariffs. It 
did not, however, modify its operations, it was testified. The 
witnesses asked the Commission to forbid these operations 
unless and until the Joliet company complied with the law. 

Witnesses for the defense, notably Harold Watters, presi- 
dent of the Joliet Transfer Company, said the operations of 
his company were confined to the Joliet-Chicago area and that 
he considered its operations those of local cartage. Until 
January 15, 1937, he said, he had been under the impression 
that his operations might possibly be amended to the rules 
of interstate common carriage and he had complied with the 
regulations of such operations. He had then become convinced 
that they were not and had withdrawn his membership in the 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau and his concurrence in 
the tariffs of that organization, he said. 





GRADE CROSSING ACCIDENTS 


A total of 167 persons lost their lives in November, 1937, 
as a result of accidents at highway-railway grade crossings, 
according to the safety section of the Association of American 
Railroads. This was a decrease of 47 compared with the num- 
ber of fatalities in the preceding month in 1937 and a decrease 
of 76 compared with November, 1936. 

Persons injured in November, 1937, totaled 528 compared 
with 570 persons in the preceding month and 586 persons in 
November, 1936. Reports showed 433 accidents at highway- 
railroad grade crossings in the month of November compared 
with 491 in the preceding month and 496 in November, 1936. 

In the first eleven months of 1937, there were 4,018 acci- 
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dents at highway-railroad grade crossings, an increase of 276 
compared with the same period in 1936. Fatalities resulting 
from those accidents in the eleven months’ period in 1937 
totaled 1,686, an increase of 125 compared with the same period 
in the preceding year, while the number of persons injured was 
an increase of 270, there having been 4,610 persons injured in 
the eleven months’ period of 1937. 


C. F. A. TRUCK COMMODITY RATES 


Work of checking in rates in revised area truck commodity 
tariffs for application in C. F. A. territory began February 17 
immediately on completion of the last of a series of meetings 
which was held the three days immediately preceding at the 
Stevens Hotel, Chicago. The final meeting considered specific 
changes in the commodity rates between Illinois and Wisconsin 
points (see Traffic World February 12, p. 413). Although the 
new tariffs will contain many changes in rates, it was said at 
the offices of the Central States Motor Freight Bureau that a 
determined effort was being made to have them ready for 
filing by March 1. 

They will be filed either on 45 or 60 days’ notice, the added 
time over the 30-day requirement being extended to permit 
concurrence by operators not represented at the meetings or 
to permit such operators to file their own tariffs naming the 
same rates if they so desire. It is the intention of the bureau 
to try to establish and maintain the rates named in the tariffs 
as minimums in the territory. 

The bureau has under consideration the establishment of 
a temporary concurrence, to be made available to non-member 
operators at a nominal fee, in order that such non-members 
may adopt the new rates as their own until they have time 
to prepare their individual tariffs. The time limit proposed on 
such temporary concurrences is six months. The bureau’s board 
of directors and its central committee will meet March 1 at 
the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, to consider the establishment of 
such limited concurrences in its tariffs. 

The central committee will have before it for considera- 
tion at that meeting also the matter of the proposed revision 
of the bureau’s mixed truckload rule, which was suspended by 
the Commission in I. and S. M-271 and on which its standing 
rate committee held public hearings February 9 (see Traffic 
World February 12, p. 413). At the March 1 meeting the recom- 
mendation of the standing rate committee as to the suspended 
rule will be placed before the central committee which has 
final authority in the matter. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


MC 86522, Junior L. Heiston, common carrier application. 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
February 25. 

MC 6554, Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier appli- 
cation. MC 4378, Lewis Transfer Co., common carrier applica- 


tion. Time for filing exceptions to recommended order ex- 
tended to February 19. 


CANADIAN TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


Resolutions regarding the railway situation in Canada and 
making recommendations on the proposed Canadian federal 
transport act, as adopted at the recent annual meeting of the 
Canadian Industrial Traffic League at Montreal, have been 
forwarded to the Canadian federal government. 

The resolution on the railway situation calls attention to 
the fact that the deficits of the Canadian National Railway 
since 1923 have added $960,000,000 to the Canadian national 
debt and that economies effected under operations modifica- 
tions recommended by the Duff commission in 1932 have 
amounted to only a little over $1,500,000 a year instead of the 
$30,000,000 estimated by the commission. National finances 
are such, the resolution says, “that every safeguard against 
avoidable dissipation of railroad revenues” must be taken. 

The resolution, therefore, recommends the appointment of 
a non-partisan body “to make a further survey with the object 
of bringing into effect, ultimately by legislation, a plan that 
will provide the utmost economy in operating the railway 
systems of Canada.” 

Among the things such a non-partisan body should con- 
sider, the resolution continues, are: “Joint terminals and 
facilities wherever possible; joint express service; joint tele- 
graph service; abolition of all ticket offices except at stations; 
elimination of duplicate services, facilities and trackage wher- 
ever possible; reciprocal interchange of running rights; joint 
publication of tariffs; pooling of passenger transportation; 
joint use of rolling stock; consolidation of specified operating 
departments, including car service, repair shops, etc.” 

The new federal transport law, the league’s second resolu- 
tion says, should provide for the retention of the present Fed- 
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eral Board of Transportation Commissioners “as the nucleus 
of a new board with additions made to the present personnel 
of men having adequate knowledge of the various forms of 
transport that are to be brought under the regulation of the 
board.” It suggests “careful consideration of any proposed 
regulations of coastal and intercoastal trade” and the regu- 
lation of the transportation of package freight by water while 
leaving bulk cargo movements by water unregulated. 

Consideration of regulation of highway transport in Can- 
ada, the resolution says, should be postponed until after the 
Ontario Royal Commission, now considering a plan for sub- 
mission to the Ontario government, shall have made its report 
and recommendations. : ; 

The league, the resolution continues, makes “no specific 
observation” with reference to harbor tolls, except that “there 
should ‘be a lower charge for harbor dues or tolls where goods 
are discharged from one vessel to another, overside, without 
handling through wharves or warehouses,” than for shipments 
requiring “the use of the entire conveniences and facilities” 
of the harbor. 

There is no need in Canada for a system of agreed charges 
such as is in operation in the “small, compact, densely popu- 
lated country of short distances,” the United Kingdom; present 
provisions for the making and filing of standard, special and 
competitive rates are sufficient for all Canadian purposes, the 
resolution says. ; 

Nothing should be included in the law that would restrict 
or destroy the inherent provisions of any type of transport in 
its proper sphere, the resolution says, and all provisions of the 
law should “be stated in such clear, comprehensive language 
and in such definite terms as to remove any possible doubt 
as to the intent of same, and should not be susceptible to mis- 
interpretation by the users of the various forms of transport, 
thus eliminating possibility of litigation on behalf of the ship- 
ping and receiving public.” 

Finally, the resolution suggests provisions in the law for 
joint through rates and uniform bills of lading among all types 
of transportation. 

At the annual dinner, which took place incident to the 
meeting, at the Windsor Hotel, Toronto, C. L. Burton, presi- 
dent, Simpson’s, Ltd., Montreal, Toronto, Halifax and Regina, 
was the speaker. 


TRAMP SHIPPING REPORT 


A recommendation that no effort be made to develop a 
tramp fleet under the American flag at the present time was 
made to Congress February 16 by the Maritime Commission 
in a report on tramp shipping. 

The commission made a survey, assisted by Dr. M. Ogden 
Philips of Washington and Lee University, in compliance with 
provisions in the merchant marine act, 1936, requiring a study 
and report on tramp shipping. 


“Since American tramp operations are practically impos- 
sible without large subsidies and no justification appears to 
warrant the payment of such subsidies, it would appear in- 
advisable for citizens of the United States to participate in 
tramp service with vessels under United States registry,” said 
the commission. 


The commission’s conclusion, however, said the report, 
should not be regarded as the condemnation of tramp type 
vessels. ; 

“There is evidence,” said the report, “that ships of semi- 
tramp type may be useful auxiliaries to our liner fleets in cer- 
tain trades and it may be desirable to study this phase of the 
question more fully in the future after the more urgent prob- 
lem of establishing strong liner services has been dealt with.” 

Specific findings of the commission, other than those in- 
dicated above, were summarized as follows: 


(1) The tramp ship, which is a jack-of-all-trades, is losing ground; 
the trend in shipping, as in many major industries, is toward special- 
ization. The world as a whole is clearly turning to the construction 
and operation of various types of liner tonnage. Between 1914 and 
1933 tramp tonnage declined from 22.7 to 21.3 million gross tons, where- 
as the tonnage of all other types of merchant vessels increased from 
26.4 to 46.7 million gross tons. Thus, tramp tonnage declined from 
about 46 per cent of the world’s total tonnage in 1914 to 31 per cent 
in 1933. An attempt to develop tramp shipping under the American 
flag would be counter to the world trend in shipping. 

(2) Great Britain and other relatively high wage countries are 
being displaced in the tramp field by countries having lower standards 
of living and lower wage scales. As American wages are higher than 
those of the British, it is evident that American tramps could not 
compete with those of other countries unless supported by a heavy 
subsidy. British tramp tonnage itself has had to be subsidized in 
recent years. Since British tramp owners, with generations of ex- 
perience, required a subsidy during the depression and since they 
found it expedient to sell about a half of their tonnage to the Greeks, 
Italians, and Japanese during the post-war era, it is not likely that 
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American ship owners could achieve success in the highly competitive 
field of international tramp shipping. 

(3) Foreign countries have given distinct preference under their 
subsidy policies to liner shipping, indicating that it is of greater value. 
American subsidy payments in times past have been devoted exclusively 
to the regular liner services which serve American ports and American 
foreign trade. 

(4) The shift in fuel from coal to oil, the continued cheapening of 
speed, and other developments are enabling the liner to an increasing 
degree to invade the domain of the tramp, i. e., to carry a larger share 
of the world’s low-value, heavy and bulky commodities. On the other 
hand, it is not to be assumed that tramp shipping is doomed. In recent 
years tramp owners have begun to turn to the use of the economical 
motorship. The economy and flexibility of the tramp guarantee its 
continued usefulness in world trade, but its scope of operations will 
be increasingly restricted. 

(5) Many of the low-valued, heavy and bulky commodities among 
the leading seaborne exports and imports of the United States have 
already deserted or are deserting the tramp for the liner. With the 
growing tendency to ship manufactured or processed goods instead 
of raw materials and crude foodstuffs, with the reduction of seasonality 
and irregularity in the movement of bulk cargoes, and with the in- 
creasing demand on the part of shippers for greater speed and regu- 
larity of transport, the greater will be the need for liner service in 
American overseas trade. 

(6) It is true that bulk cargo carriers are a vital necessity to a 
nation that is engaged in war for the carriage of foodstuffs and sup- 
plies overseas. It should be remembered, however, that the speed of 
a convoy is limited to the speed of the slowest ship and that much 
difficulty was encountered in convoying slow-moving tramps to Europe 
during the World War. From the view-point of national defense it 


would be far better to subsidize cargo liners of not less than 15% 
knots speed. ; 





SHIP PROBLEM A HEADACHE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The whole shipbuilding problem in the United States “is a 
headache, said President Roosevelt February 18, at his press 
conference in answering questions about the bids for merchant 
vessels received by the Maritime Commission. As to building 
ships in foreign yards, the President said members of Con- 
gress told him that was the way to build a merchant marine 
but they would not vote the authority to do it. 

For the government to build or rehabilitate shipbuilding 
yards would take a long time, the President indicated. The 
navy yards were working to capacity now, he said. 

Acceptance of the resignation of Chairman Kennedy was 
announced. In a letter to the President Mr. Kennedy said the 
shipping problem was far from solved and that one of the 
most disturbing factors was the labor situation. 


President Roosevelt commended Mr. Kennedy and said 
he had justly earned the reputation of being a two-fisted, hard 
hitting executive. His regret in accepting the resignation was 
tempered by the fact that Mr. Kennedy was “staying in the 
family and taking over a new assignment.” 


D. & R. CANAL INPROVEMENT 


Improvement of the abandoned Delaware and Raritan 
Canal across New Jersey at a cost of $200,000,000 is proposed 
by the Port Raritan District Commission in its annual report, 
submitted to the New Jersey legislature. The proposed im- 
proved canal would extend from New Brunswick to Borden- 
town. 


The commission declares it will continue to urge federal 
funds for the project now referred to as “the missing link” in 
the waterway from Florida, Massachusetts, to the Great 
Lakes. The canal, the report maintains, would curtail ship- 
ping costs between Philadelphia and New York and be valuable 
to the government from a defense standpoint. 


Reconstruction of the canal was opposed by the War De- 
partment two years ago, at which time the $200,000,000 cost 
and probable operating charges of $10,000,000 annually were 
cited. 


The commission also reported progress on efforts to have 
the Raritan River dredged to accommodate heavy-draft ships, 
improvement of the New York and New Jersey channels in 
Arthur Kill and Kill Van Kull, and pollution abatement. The 
report says construction of a basin for small boats in Perth 
Amboy is 75 per cent complete. 


KENNEDY LEAVES COMMISSION 


Joseph P. Kennedy, taken from the Maritime Commission 
by President Roosevelt to be ambassador to Great Britain, 
resigned his membership on the commission February 17. 
There was talk that the President would select either Com- 
missioner (Admiral) Land or Commissioner Woodward as 
chairman. 
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MERCHANT MARINE LEGISLATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Senator Guffey, of Pennsylvania, has proposed an amend- 
ment to the Copeland merchant marine bill, S. 3078, providing 
for machinery for the settlement of maritime labor disputes. 
The amendment provides first for voluntary action in the set- 
tlement of disputes by employers and employes, for federal 
mediation and for voluntary arbitration. The amendment also 
would make unlawful the sit-down or quickie strike, the pick- 
eting of a vessel because of jurisdictional or other disputes be- 
tween unions, the coercion of a seaman either for signing ships’ 
articles or to violate his articles after they have been signed; 
the holding of union meetings on board ship except in port, and 
resorting to strikes until means provided for adjustment in the 
bill have been exhausted. Senator Guffey also proposed in 
the amendment that the Maritime Commission fix minimum 
wage scales, minimum manning scales and reasonable working 
conditions for seamen on unsubsidized as well as subsidized 
vessels under the American flag. 

Senator Guffey said that a study of the testimony the 
Senate commerce committee had heard led to two conclusions: 


First, that to enable us to have a worthwhile merchant marine, 
there must be a stabilization of labor and employment conditions in 
our maritime industry. In reaching this first conclusion, it seems to 
me most unfair to saddle all the blame upon our American seamen, 
as some witnesses have attempted to do. Even though there may have 
been instances of ill-considered and hasty actions by the men and 
their union leaders, it must be remembered that they have been 
fighting for correction of long-standing and just grievances against 
the owners and operators, who have been reluctant to recognize the 
seaman’s right to a decent wage and to decent hours and living con- 
ditions aboard ship. Every improvement during the past twenty years 
in the wages, hours, subsistence and working conditions of our sea- 
men, has been brought about by law or by union organizations, over 
the opposition and bitter protests of the owners and operators. Hence, 
it should not be surprising that the seamen have fought back in their 
attempts to force recognition of their rights. 

The second conclusion is that the seamen are unwilling at this 
time to accept the machinery for settlement of disputes which has 
worked so well in the railway industry. They say they prefer to 
work out their problems through collective bargaining with their 
employers. They claim they favor arbitration of their disputes but 


wish to be left free to reach agreement with their employers as to 
how the disputes are to be settled. 


The Guffey amendment provides for creation, when neces- 
sary, of boards of mediation and for utilization of the National 
Labor Relations Board with respect to settlement of jurisdic- 
tional disputes between maritime unions. 

“In view of my record of friendship for labor, I suggest 
to the leaders of the maritime labor unions that they give care- 
ful consideration to the great advantage to labor and to stabili- 
zation of employment contained in the proposals which I am 
now advancing,” said he. 

The senator also appealed to employers in the maritime 
industry for support of the proposed amendment, suggesting 
that while extension of the regulation of wages, hours and 
working conditions to unsubsidized vessels might arouse their 
antagonism, yet they must recognize that there was a public 
interest which was paramount, in so far as the establishment 
of peace in the shipping industry was concerned. He believed 
that if his proposals were enacted, the shipping industry might 
confidently expect permanent peace in labor relations compara- 
ble to that enjoyed by British ship owners. 

The Committee for Industrial Organization has requested 
that the commerce committee hear Harry Bridges, the west 
coast marine labor leader on charges made in connection with 
proposals to deport Bridges to his native land, Australia. 


President Roosevelt has conferred with Chairman Ken- 
nedy, of the Maritime Commission, on the situation in which 
there is a difference of opinion between the chairman and 
Secretary Perkins, of the Department of Labor, as to marine 
labor mediation legislation. He said at his press conference 
February 15 he had not yet talked to Secretary Perkins. Chair- 
man Kennedy favors mediation legislation while Secretary 
Perkins does not. 

Chairman Kennedy, of the Maritime Commission, made 
before the Senate commerce committee and Senate committee 
on education and labor, February 16, what was regarded as 
his last appeal, prior to sailing to London to assume his duties 
as United States Ambassador, for enactment of legislation ex- 
tending the railway labor act to the shipping industry. 


In a letter sent to Chairman Copeland, of the commerce 
committee, and Chairman Thomas, of the education and labor 
committee, Mr. Kennedy said the Maritime Commission esti- 
mated that 57 per cent of every dollar paid out under the 
eight long term operating subsidy agreements presently effec- 
tive, or $4,878,630 annually, was expended for wages and sub- 
sistence of officers and crews. 
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“Tt is clear,” said he, “that an expenditure in this amount 
of government funds cannot be justified unless it results in 
having the ships which make up our merchant marine manned 
by competent and contented seamen.” 

“The proposed extension of the railway labor act to the 
shipping industry is designed to bring about an efficient, or- 
derly and dependable system of marine transportation by sub- 
stituting mediation and arbitration for the disorderly and 
destructive strikes, lockouts, and other labor disturbances 
which so seriously handicap American sea service at the pres- 
ent time,” said Chairman Kennedy. 

Asserting that mediation and arbitration of disputes and 
dfferences between labor and management were not new in 
American legislation, he reviewed labor legislation of the past, 
particularly with reference to railroad labor. 

The chairman characterized as a “strange argument” 
against the marine mediation proposals that it would be pre- 
mature to subject marine labor to such legislation at this time. 

“It is said to be ‘premature’ to put into operation ma- 
chinery designed to prevent strikes and lockouts in an indus- 
try which in 10 months of 1937 lost approximately one million 
man-hours of work by strikes and lockouts,” said he. 

“It is said to be “premature’ to act to bring order to a 
business wherein disorder during the past year adversely 
affected the business of every port in the United States. 

“Grave reasons should be assigned to support a charge of 
‘prematurity’ with respect to the enactment of this type of 
legislation. In support of the statement it is said that ‘the 
employes are not fully organized’ and that the industry is 
not ‘ripe’ for a law like this. 

“Even a cursory examination of the labor situation in the 
maritime industry discloses the complete fallacy of this argu- 
ment. The longshoremen upon both coasts are organized and 
have contracts with the employers. The seamen upon the west 
coast are organized and have also contracts. We are advised 
that under the supervision of the National Labor Relations 
Board elections are being held upon the east coast as rapidly 
as its machinery will permit.” 

Chairman Kennedy said he submitted that employes who 
had been able in the last few months to paralyze water-borne 
commerce by “quickies” and sit-down strikes and one of whose 
leaders “feels so confident of discipline in union ranks that he 
challenges the power of Congress to enforce this legislation, 
stating that the employes will not ‘accept’ it, is sufficiently 
organized for legislation which seeks to substitute mediation 
and conciliation for the strike and lockout.” 

“The Congress,” said he, “must determine whether ma- 
turity is to be tested by the willingness of both parties to sit 
down together and make an honest effort to compose their 
differences before resorting to actions which result in unreason- 
able and unnecessary interruptions to commerce, or whether 
it is to be tested by the ability of one side to bludgeon the 
other into submission by tying up the country’s transportation 
facilities by either strikes or lockouts.” 

Chairman Kennedy said the proposed legislation was not 
regarded and would not be regarded as “premature” by the 
American people simply because it was called “premature” by 
those who would always so regard it as long as there was a 
chance of preventing its passage. 

“I submit that if the maritime industry is not ‘ripe’ for 
conciliation and mediation of its labor disputes, then it is over- 
ripe for ruin,” said he. 

Joseph Curran, president of the National Maritime Union 
of America, CIO affiliate, told the Senate commerce committee, 
February 17, that the statement of Joseph P. Ryan, president 
of the International Longshoremen’s Association, that he (Cur- 
ran) was a Communist was a lie. He then proceeded to “indict” 
Mr. Ryan on various counts. 

Bernard Tunney and John F. Sheehan, of Local 791, Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s Association, also attacked Mr. Ryan. 

Chairman Copeland, referring to testimony given by Chair- 
man Kennedy, of the Maritime Commission, in secret session 
earlier in the week, about the bids for new cargo ships the 
commission had under consideration, indicated that the com- 
mission felt the bids were entirely too high. Chairman Ken- 
nedy said the highest bids were around three times as great as 
the amount for which the ships could be built in foreign yards. 
He said it was obvious that, unless shipbuilding costs could be 
brcught down far below those quoted by the larger yards, 
there woule be no American merchant marine worthy of the 
name. He wrote a letter to President Roosevelt about the 
high bids. 

Chairman Kennedy in the letter to President Roosevelt on 
the high ship construction bids received by the commission said 
the prices now being quoted on ships threatened “to balk our 
program for the rehabilitation of the American merchant ma- 
rine.” The bids for the 12 cargo vessels recently received, 
said he, ranged from $1,856,675 to $3,593,000, while the com- 
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mission’s technical data indicated that the ships should be built 
at a cost of not more than $1,800,000 to $2,000,000. He said 
there was an extremely wide variation in bids; that the bids 
showed many peculiarities; that the bids represented drastic 
increases over tanker bids recently received; that the bids 
were higher than the cost of Class A vessels built in the world 
war period, and that current prices seemed to be out of line 
with foreign costs. ‘ ; 

“The government has several courses in the present di- 
lemma,” said the chairman, adding it could pay the prices 
asked by the larger yards, build in the navy yards, rehabilitate 
private shipbuilding facilities, permit American operators to 
build abroad, or the government could build the ships itself. 

The President was told there was little likelihood the 
necessary replacements for the merchant marine could be ob- 
tained unless present shipbuilding prices could be reduced far 
below those quoted in the bids under discussion. ; 

At his last press conference as chairman of the commis- 
sion, Mr. Kennedy, discussing the letter, said the low bids sub- 
mitted were being investigated but indicated doubt as to 
whether the bids would be accepted. He emphsized that the 
problem was to get ships built at a price at which they could 
be profitably operated. 


STEAMSHIP LINES MERGER 


Taking over of the route service of the Colombian Steam- 
ship Company by the Grace Line Steamship Company, settle- 
ment of Colombian’s ocean mail contract claim against the 
government and realignment of trade routes in the Caribbean- 
Central American trade were announced February 17 by Chair- 
man Kennedy, of the Maritime Commission. These moves 
were dscribed as a part of a program to improve and expand 
American flag shipping services to Caribbean and Central 
American ports. 


Chairman Kennedy said the merger would eventually re- 
duce to two the subsidized steamship lines in the Caribbean- 
Central American trade as compared with the eight lines which 
were receiving government aid in the amount of about $4,700,000 
annually under the old ocean mail contracts. Yearly operat- 
ing subsidies to be paid to the remaining lines under the 
merchant marine act of 1936, said he, would not exceed a 
third of the payments under the mail contracts. Details of 
the program, said he, included: 


(1) Acquisition by the Grace Line Steamship Company of the 
route service of the Colombian Steamship Company which operates 
between New York and Haiti, Jamaica and Colombia. The three ves- 
sels of the Colombian Line are not included in the transaction. They 
will be replaced on this route by the three fast luxury liners, the 
Santa Elena, Santa Rosa and Santa Paula, which the Grace Line re- 
cently transferred to the Caribbean from its intercoastal service. 

(2) Purchase of two of three vessels of the Colombian Line by 
Atlantic, Gulf and West Indies Steamship Company. These two vessels 
are the Colombia (5,236 gross tons, built 1932), and her sister ship, 
the Haiti, built the same year. One of these vessels will be trans- 
ferred to the New York-Puerto Rico run of the Agwilines and the other 
to its New York-Havana-Mexico service. The third vessel, the Jamaica, 
will be returned to the United Fruit Company from which it was 
recently chartered by the Colombian Line. Mortgages held by the 
Commission on the Colombia and Haiti are to be assumed by the 
Atlantic, Gulf and West Indies Steamship Company. 

(3) Payment to be made by the Commission of $700,000 to the 
Colombian Line, in full settlement of the company’s claims against the 
government resulting from the termination of its ocean mail contract 
on June 30, 1937, by the merchant marine act. The settlement is sub- 
ject to the approval of the Department of Justice. The mail contract 
of the Colombian Line ordinarily would have expired in March, 1940. 
Under it, the Colombian Line received an annual subsidy of approxi- 
mately $640,000 a year. In a suit filed in the U. S. Court of Claims, 
the company asked damages and back mail pay of the government in 
the amount of $2,261,379.00 by reason of the cancellation of its ocean 
mail contract. This suit is to be dismissed under the terms of the 
settlement with the commission. 


“The effect of the new arrangement,” said Mr. Kennedy, 
“will be to give us the finest trade fleet in this area, and by 
strengthening and stabilizing the remaining services tend to 
make them increasingly self-supporting, which will diminish 
corresponding the need of government subsidies. It will result 
in immediate improvement in the American steamship services 
between New York and Puerto Rico, New York and Venezuela, 
New York and Colombia, New York and Cuba, and New York 
and Mexico. Each of these routes now will be served by faster 
and better vessels, and the capacity of American flag tonnage, 
both from a cargo and passenger standpoint, will be greatly 
augmented. It also will make it possible to develop three 
trunk lines in this area, namely: Grace, United Fruit, and the 
Agwi system, each of which has adequate resources with which 
to improve and expand their services whenever necessary.” 

Reviewing the steamship situation dealt with, the commis- 
sion said: 
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The Grace Line entered the Caribbean service recently with the 
acquisition of the Red ‘‘D’’ Line of the Atlantic and Caribbean Steam 
Navigation Company which operated between New York, the Dutch 
West Indies, Puerto Rico, and Venezuela. The three luxury liners, 
which the Grace Company withdrew from the intercoastal service be- 
cause of its inability to qualify for an operating subsidy under the 
terms of the merchant marine act, have since been employed on this 
route. These ships will continue in this service and at the same time 
include the ports now served by the Colombian Line on a regular 
weekly schedule of sailings which will become effective April 1. 

Since the termination of its ocean mail contract, the Colombian 
Line has been entitled to receive a temporary operating subsidy, 
amounting to about $17,000 a month, but commission experts found 
that because of the competition of other lines, both foreign and do- 
mestic, the volume of traffic available, there was little prospect that 
the line could continue to run without incurring heavy losses even 
if granted a maximum subsidy under the terms of the merchant marine 
act, so that the acquisition of its route by the Grace Line offered an 
equitable and practical solution of the problem. 

The acquisition of the Colombian Line by the Grace interests will 
leave but two subsidized lines in the Caribbean-Central American trade, 
whereas there were eight services in this area which were receiving 
government assistance under the old ocean mail contracts. These lines 
are the New York and Cuba Mail Line which is operated by the Atlan- 
tic, Gulf and West Indies Steamship Company, and the Caribbean and 
Central America service of the Grace Line, although the details of 
one er agreement covering this service have not yet been com- 
pleted. 

The steamship lines serving this area which previously held ocean 
mail contracts were the Red ‘‘D’’ Line, Colombian Line, New York 
and Cuba Mail Line (two contracts), the Panama Mail Steamship 
Company, the United Fruit Company (two contracts), and the Panama 
Pacific Line. The Red ‘‘D’’ Line and Colombian Line have now been 
absorbed by the Grace interests; the Panama Mail Steamship Company, 
also a Grace subsidiary, has withdrawn because it was not eligible for 
an operating subsidy due to its intercoastal operations which were the 
principal feature of this service; the United Fruit Company has not 
applied for an operating subsidy, and the Panama Pacific which while 
not eligible for a subsidy because it also is principally an intercoastal 
service, is continuing to operate. 


The Maritime Commission is considering buying the three 
vessels of the Panama Pacific Line with a view to putting them 
in the South American trade, according to Chairman Kennedy. 
If the commission buys the ships, it may resell them, charter 
them or operate them itself. These ships have been operated 
in the intercoastal trade. The Panama Pacific is controlled 
by the International Mercantile Marine. 





GRAIN RATES HELD UP 


' The Maritime Commission has withheld its approval of 
increased rates on grain and grain products between New Or- 
leans, La., and Galveston, Tex., and other Texas Gulf ports on 
the one hand and Tampa and Key West, Fla., and south At- 
lantic ports on the other, filed to become effective February 
15, in tariff schedules of the Agwilines, Inc., The Bull Steam- 
ship Line, and the Mooremack Gulf Lines, Inc. 

The schedules propose a uniform increase of 4 cents a 
100 pounds in the rates on grain and grain products, except 
that no increases are proposed in the rates between New Or- 
leans and Jacksonville or Tampa. 

The Commission’s approval of the increases was withheld 
under authority of section 18 of the shivping act, 1916, which 
provides that no carrier shall demand, charge or collect a 
greater compensation for transportation than the rates, fares, 
and charges filed in compliance with the section “except with 
other approval of the board (commission) and after ten days’ 
public notice.” It now becomes the duty of the carriers to 
cancel the increased rates, or to suspend them, pending inves- 
tigation and decision thereon by the commission, says the com- 
mission. 





OCEAN RATES ON LUMBER 


Gulf steamship lines announce that an agreement has 
been reached between hardwood exporting executive and Gulf 
steamship conferences resulting in an ending of the impassé 
which had arisen due to a dispute over ocean rates and terms 
and provisions of the exclusive patronage contracts generally 
signed by the lumber shippers. Under this agreement an 
increase of 5 cents a hundred pounds over the 1937 rate basis 
to all destinations except Bremen and Hamburg has been 
arranged. The latter will take the 50 cent rate for 1938. The 
contract specifies that the rate will apply except that cancella- 
tions by shippers may be effected after July 1 but subject to 
the 65 days’ notice before becoming final. 


WATER RATES ON AUTOS 


The Maritime Commission has docketed in No. 474, a com- 
plaint filed by the Reliance Motor Co. et al. against the Great 
Lakes Transit Corporation, alleging that they have been sub- 
jected to payment of unlawful rates for transportation of auto- 
mobiles between Great Lakes ports. Reparation is asked. 
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NO ORDER, NO SHIPS 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Saying that it is “useless and impossible to construct 
additional tonnage unless and until the morale and discipline 
of maritime labor is brought back within the realm of reason,” 
the board of directors of the Maritime Association of the 
Port of New York, has approved a report of its special com- 
mittee on maritime legislation. It urges the passage of pend- 
ing bills before Congress having labor provisions. 

The board wrote on February 14 to U. S. Senator Royal S. 
Copeland, chairman of the Senate commerce committee, and 
Representative Bland, chairman of the House committee on 
merchant marine, asking that the board’s approval of the 
labor provisions of S. 3078 and H. R. 8532 respectively be 
made part of the record of the hearings on these bills. 

“The Maritime Association of the Port of New York for 
the last three years,” the report said, “has viewed with con- 
stantly increasing alarm the chaotic conditions existing in the 
American merchant marine. This alarm has not been based 
on snap judgment or hearsay. The association has made an 
exhaustive study, particularly of the personnel conditions 
existing in the American merchant marine.” It recalls that 
it issued a report as far back as last June, which outlined in 
detail all the factors that existed and gave cause for alarm. 
It recalled a statement issued last November in which it was 
then declared “that conditions in the American merchant 
marine are disgracful. Order and discipline have in many 
cases disappeared. Passengers complain of insolent treatment. 
Vessels have been delayed by the frequent use of sit-down 
strikes and ‘quickie.’ ” 





SHIP SUBSIDY AGREEMENT 


The Maritime Commission has announced an extension of 
two months, dating from March 1, of the temporary operating 
differential subsidy agreement of the Pacific-Argentine-Brazil 
Line which operates from San Francisco and Los Angeles and 
other Pacific coast ports, to the east coast of South America. 
The extension was made to allow the commission further oppor- 
tunity to study the essentiality of this trade route and the 
company’s ability to qualify for a permanent subsidy under 


the terms of the merchant marine act, 1936, said the com- 
mission. 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 

In January, 444 commercial ocean-going vessels transited 
the Panama Canal, as compared with 439 in December, 1937, 
and 399 in January, 1937, according to the War Department. 
Tolls in January amounted to $1,837,894.72 as against 
$1,845,048.20 in December, 1937, and $1,598,323.51 in January, 
1937. For the seven months ended with January the number 
of transits was 3,185 as against 2,985 for the corresponding 
1936-37 period. Tolls for the seven months ended with Jan- 
uary amounted to $13,718,117.89 as compared with $12,- 
630,610.85 for the corresponding 1936-37 period. 


FILIPINOS ON U. S. SHIPS 


Senator Copeland, chairman of the commerce committee, 
has introduced, by request, a bill, S. 3466, to amend the mer- 
chant marine act, 1936, to allow certain Filipino seamen to 
serve on American vessels. 


M. C. APPOINTMENTS 
A resolution of the executive board of the Washington 
State Federation of Scandinavian-American Democratic Clubs, 
urging the appointment of Fred H. Marvin, of Tacoma, Wash., 


as a member of the Maritime Commission, has been submitted 
to Congress. 





c. 0. D. BONDS ON INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 

The Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., Portland, Ore., has 
made arrangements for furnishing to shippers over its lines a 
bond assuring the payment of monies collected by it on in- 
terstate C. O. D. shipments. It is said to be the first attempt 
by any motor carrier to furnish such protection to interstate 
C. O. D. shippers, though there are in effect similar practices 
on intrastate shipments in a number of states. 


SOUTHERN NEW ENGLAND PORTS 

A revised report on southern New England ports has been 
issued by the Board of Engineers or Rivers and Harbors, War 
Department, and the Maritime Commission, designated as Port 
Series No. 18, and constituting one of a series of twenty-six 
volumes relating to seaboard ports of the United States. The 
report contains, among other things, the rules and regulations 
of all governmental agencies, federal and otherwise, applicable 
to the movements of vessels, cargoes and passengers at any 
port included therein. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





B. L. Whaley, newly elected presi- 
dent of the Atlanta Traffic Club, is 
regional traffic manager for Sears, 
Roebuck and Company in that city. 
He was born and educated in Atlanta, 
and in 1920 began work with the Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank of Atlanta. Three 
years later he entered the traffic de- 
partment of the Atlanta branch of the 
Ford Motor Company as a stenog- 
rapher. In 1925 he was made assist- 
ant traffic manager and, in 1927, 
traffic manager of the branch. In 
1933 he left the Ford Motor Company 
and became connected with Sears, 
Roebuck and Company in the position 
he now holds. 





Alan Browning, general agent, Central of Georgia, was 
elected president of the Traffic Club of Philadelphia at a 
luncheon meeting at the Warwick 
Hotel February 14. Others elected to 
serve with him included: First vice- 
president, E. C. Carson, district traffic 
manager, General Electric Company; 
second vice-president, Oliver W. Har- 
ris, general agent, Chesapeake and 
Ohio; treasurer, T. Noel Butler, traffic 
manager, Wistar, Underhill and Com- 
pany; secretary, Walton M. Wentz, 
publicity representative, Pennsylvania 
Railroad; members of the board of 
directors, Arthur G. Gutgsell, general 
agent, Minnesota-Atlantic Transit 
Company; Joseph E. Young, Lucken- 
bach Steamship Company; Porter L. 
Howard, traffic manager, Sun Oil 
Company; G. M. Leedom, traffic man- 
ager, R. D. Wood Company; Alan W. Graves, assistant general 
freight agent, Merchants’ and Miners’ Transportation Company, 
and C. J. Quinn, division freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad; 
historian, George J. Lincoln, assistant general agent, C. M. St. 
P. & P. Mr. Browning succeeds as president Felix L. McManus, 
vice-president, National Refractories Company, and Mr. Wentz 
succeeds as secretary William H. Montgomery, freight repre- 
sentative, Pennsylvania Railroad, who held that post for 21 
years. 








George L. Hilliard, newly elected president of the James- 
town (N. Y.) Transportation Club, is 
transportation commissioner of the 
Jamestown Chamber of Commerce, 
having been connected with that or- 
ganization .as assistant commissioner 
and commissioner for the last eighteen 
years. For ten years before that he 
was employed by the New York Cen- 
tral Railroad, the last three years of 
which were in the freight department 
at Cleveland, Ohio. A native of South 
Dakota, he received his early educa- 
tion in the east, where he has re- 
mained. He serves on the executive 
committee of the Great Lakes Regional 
Advisory Board, the executive com- 
mittee of the Traffic Managers’ Coun- 
cil of the Associated Industries of New 
York state, the executive committee of 
the National Furniture Traffic Con- 
ference, and is a member of the American Legion, having 
served in the World War in the adjutant general’s department. 





W. M. W. Splawn, chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, will deliver the address at the dinner of the Asso- 
ciated Traffic Clubs of America the evening of the first day of 
the spring meeting of the association at the Adolphus Hotel, 
Dallas, Texas, April 26. At the morning session on that day 
the speakers will be Walter Bockstahler, president, Keeshin 
Motor Express Company, Chicago; J. E. Cushing, president, 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, San Francisco, Cal., 
and M. S. Sloan, president, Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad 
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Company, St. Louis, Mo. There will be two speakers at the 
afternoon session. 

The annual meeting and election of officers of the Trans- 
portation Club of Peoria, Ill., will be held at the Pere Mar- 
quette Hotel February 24. The nominating committee, headed 
by R. Z. Eaton, traffic manager, Keystone Steel and Wire Com- 
pany, has submitted the following slate of candidates for office: 
For president, Edward J. Plover, general traffic manager, 
American Distilling Company; first vice-president, Edward 
T. Olander, general agent, Erie Railroad; second vice-presi- 
dent, O. T. Arnold, traffic manager, Caterpillar Tractor Cor- 
poration; secretary-treasurer, C. W. Ellinger, city freight agent, 
Illinois Central; directors, S. T. Gibbons, general agent, Min- 
neapolis and St. Louis; A. N. Robinson, joint agent, Peoria 
and Pekin Union; C. A. Pattison, vice-president and secretary, 
Peoria Malleable Casting Company; F. L. Barlow, secretary, 
P. B. & C. C. Miles; A. M. Thede, president, Thede Brothers, 
Inc.; R. E. Garman, assistant traffic manager, American Dis- 
tilling Company; Carl Knoll, traffic manager, Stuber and Kuch 
Company; H. B. Miller, traffic manager, L. G. Le Tourneau, 
Inc.; C. H. Miller, commercial agent, Peoria and Western, and 
M. E. Ingalls, general agent, New York Central. E. F. Stock, 
traffic manager, Peoria and Pekin Union, retiring president, 
will automatically become a member of the advisory council. 

The board of directors of the Sheboygan, Wis., Traffic 
Club has elected Arno Gottsacker general agent, Milwaukee 
Electric Raliway and Light Company, president for the year 
1938. The club will hold a dinner meeting at the Foeste Hotel 
February 24. Motion pictures of air transportation will be 
shown and there will be a program of entertainment. 

B. N. Jones, manager, Kingan and Company, was the 
speaker at a luncheon meeting of the Jacksonville, Fla., Traffic 
Club at the Seminole Hotel February 14. 





Kenneth A. Moore, assistant traffic manager, Automobile 
Manufacturers’ Association, spoke on “The Preparation of an 
Interstate Commerce Case: Testimony, Brief and Oral Argu- 
ment,” at a meeting of the Motor City Traffic Club forum at 
the Detroit-Leland Hotel February 14. 





The Los Angeles Transportation Club held a golf tourna- 
ment at the Potrero Golf and Country Club February 18. Bill 
Plotner, chairman, and the members of the sports committee 
were in charge. 





The program at the luncheon meeting of the Transporta- 
tion Club of St. Paul at the Hotel Lowry February 15 was 
arranged by the Twin City Women’s Traffic Club. Laurence K. 
Hodgson, son of a former mayor of St. Paul, was the speaker. 
Members of the St. Paul Playground Artist Club furnished 
the entertainment. 





John O. Hamilton, assistant general freight agent, Kansas 
City Southern, Kansas City, Mo., spoke on “Romance and 
Commerce,” at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of Dallas 
February 14. On February 15 consideration of merchandise 
traffic was begun at the club’s educational sessions. R. L. 
Coleman led the discussion on that evening. W. W. Callan, 
Central Freight Lines, Waco, Texas, will lead the discussion 
February 22, and Tom Huffman, Texas and Pacific Motor 
Transport, March 1. 





C. Wayland Brooks, former assistant state’s attorney, Cook 
County, Ill., was the speaker at the annual dinner of the 
Traffic Club of New York at the Commodore Hotel February 
19. About 2,000 were present. The club held a contract bridge 
tournament February 16 and will hold others on February 23 
and March 2. A golfer’s luncheon will be held March 3. 

Charles Loring, associate justice, Minnesota supreme court, 
spoke on “The Far East Situation’ at a luncheon meeting of 
the Traffic Club of Minneapolis at the Hotel Nicollet February 
17. The club’s annual griddle cake dinner, for members only, 
was held at the Hotel Nicollet February 19. George H. Shafer, 
general traffic manager, General Timber Service, Inc., spoke 
on rules of practice before commissions and rate committees 
at an educational meeting at the club rooms February 14. The 
club will join with the Transportation Club of St. Paul in a 
grand ball at the Midway Club February 28. 





The annual meeting and election of officers of the Jun‘or 
Traffic Club of Chicago will be held at the Palmer House 
March 3. The nominating committee, headed by W. F. Schulten, 
has presented the following slate of candidates for office: For 
president, Henry W. Coffman; vice-president, John Middleton; 
secretary, P. W. Kroeker; treasurer, Harry J. Phillips; direc- 
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tors, Clarence Giles, Harold W. Gray, O. G. Carlson, George A. 
Rodocker, W. J. Marshall, Ray De Groote and James E. Paulan. 





William Doll, president, Milwaukee Bar Association, will 
speak on “The Price of Public Indifference” at a luncheon 
meeting of the Milwaukee Traffic Club at the Wisconsin Hotel 
February 21. The affair is under the direction of the club’s 
educational committee of which K. T. Mindemann is chairman. 





Members of the Women’s Traffic Club of Greater New 
York will visit the Hayden planetarium, under the leadership 
of Helen V. Reynolds, chairman of the educational committee, 
the afternoon of February 26. The club will hold a card party 
and style show at the George Washington Hotel March 5. 





John H. Bricker, former attorney general of Ohio, was the 
speaker at the annual dinner of the Cincinnati Traffic Club at 
the Netherland Plaza Hotel February 8. There were 685 in 
attendance. L. H. Sickman and L. L. Unger were in charge of 
arrangements. The club has elected the following officers: 
President, A. F. Eberhart, traffic manager, Lawrenceburg Roller 
Mills Company; first vice-president, L. E. Sauer, district freight 
agent, Clinchfield Railroad; second vice-president, H. A. Elli- 
son, traffic manager, The Service Bureau Company; third vice- 
president, J. J. McGuinn, general agent, Minneapolis and St. 
Louis; secretary, H. Webb Dunbar, assistant traffic manager, 
Eagle-Picher Lead Company; treasurer, E. A. Doyle, manager, 
National Carloading Corporation; members of the board of 
governors, W. B. Daly, assistant traffic manager, Kroger Gro- 
cery and Baking Company; E. H. Dorenbusch, traffic manager, 
American Rolling Mill Company; Jess Galbraith, Proctor and 
Gamble Company; H. R. Hendrick, traffic manager, Cincinnati 
Chemical Company; J. H. Hague, district freight agent, Balti- 
more and Ohio; C. H. Patterson, general agent, Norfolk and 


Western; H. J. Romer, district representative, Detroit, Toledo 
and Ironton. 





K. N. Merrit, general sales manager, Railway Express 
Agency, New York City, will speak on “The Romance of Ex- 
press Transportation” at a meeting of the Bridgeport, Conn.., 
Traffic Association at the Stratfield Hotel February 21. The 
Boston glee club of the express agency, will entertain. Sam 
Driver, Boston express manager, made the arrangements. 
Women members of the association have formed a ladies’ 
auxiliary with the following officers: President, Margaret Grotz, 
New York, New Haven and Hartford; vice-president, Mildred 
Lang, Universal Carloading Company; secretary, Frances Crow- 


ey. Cilco Terminal; treasurer, Maria McGrath, C. Rickard and 
ons. 





The educational forum of the Transportation Club of Des 
Moines will continue its consideration of Western Trunk Line 
freight rates at a session at the Hotel Savery February 21. 





At the annual dinner and meeting of the Traffic and For- 
eign Trade Club of Galveston at the Club Del Mar February 12 
the following officers were elected: President, P. N. Haskell, 
reelected; first vice-president, W. T. Hempel; second vice-presi- 
dent, A. M. Jockusch; secretary-treasurer, G. Z. Koenig, re- 
elected; directors, E. R. Anders, I. E. Burka, B. C. Duble, A. W. 
Dunham and J. B. Leyendecker. The club held a joint luncheon 
with members of the Southwestern Claim Conference at the 
Buccaneer Hotel February 16. J. B. Mordecai, traffic manager, 
Richmond, Fredricksburg and Potomac, Richmond, Va., chair- 
man of the freight claim division, Association of American Rail- 
roads, spoke on “Our Transportation Problems.” 





Mrs. Nathalie Bucknall, director of research, Metro-Gold- 
wyn-Mayer Corporation, was the speaker at a meeting of the 
Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles February 16. 





Julian V. Boehm, Union Central Life Insurance Company, 
Atlanta, Ga., was the speaker at the annual dinner of the Bir- 
mingham Traffic and Transportation Club at the Hotel Tutwiler 


February 17. Headley Jordan was chairman of the committee 
in charge. 





The Traffic Club of Philadelphia is taking a mail ballot of 
its membership on the proposal of its club quarters committee 
that the club quarters be changed from their present location 
in the Warwick Hotel to the Benjamin Franklin Hotel when 
the present lease expires in September. 





Herbert J. Miller, president, Minneapolis Civic and Com- 
merce Association, was the speaker at a meeting of the Twin 
City Women’s Traffic Club at the Minneapolis Y. W. C. A. 
February 14. Hazel Williams, Minneapolis and St. Louis, and 
Agnes Paulsen, Shevlin Carpenter Lumber Company, were 
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hostesses. The committee in charge of the program at the 
luncheon meeting of the Transportation Club of St. Paul Febru- 
ary 15, which was arranged by the Twin City Women’s Traffic 
Club, consisted of Harriet Yore, as chairman, Ruth Olson, 
Violet Lyman, Lee Miller, Alice Treherne and Lillian Wilson. 

Maurice T. Otto, traffic manager, Dayton, O., Chamber of 
Commerce, was elected president of the Miami Valley Traffic 
Club at the annual meeting of that club at the Biltmore Hotel, 
Dayton, February 3. 





Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practica) 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation—Drought Relief Rates 


Wyoming.—Question: We bought a car of barley last May 
which was to move on the reduced emergency rate provided by 
Western Lines Circular No. 33-C. The local agent of the carrier 
accepted the County Agent’s certificate as required by the tariff, 
but it was found that the shipper failed to bill the car to the 
County Agent per tariff requirements, and we were compelled 
to pay the regular freight charges. 

We filed a claim for overcharge against the carrier, in sup- 
port of which we had a wire from the railroad agent at shiping 
point instructing the local agent to change the billing to read 
“Notify County Agent,” which in effect amounted to an admis- 
sion that a mistake was made in the billing of the car. The 
railroad, however, rejected our claim. 

It seems to us that in view of the County Agent’s certificate, 
and the railroad agent’s admission of error in billing we are 
entitled to a refund. We would appreciate an expression of your 
views upon the matter, and are also wondering if a similar case 
has ever been decided by the Commission. 

Answer: Western Lines Circular No. 33-C is issued under 
Section 22 of the Interstate Commerce Act and is not filed with 
the Commission under an I. C. C. number. 


Item 45 of the circular requires that the shipment be con- 
signed to a state or federal government representative. Item 55 
thereof requires that a certificate from a state or federal gov- 
ernment representative at point of destination be obtained. 


The Commission has held that tariff requirements must be 
met by the shipper to entitle him to the application of a rate 
conditioned upon the shipper’s performance of the tariff re- 
quirements. 

In the instant case only part of the tariff requirements were 
complied with by the shipper, assuming that he, and not the 
carrier acting for him, billed the shipment. However, the 
issuance of the certificate by the state or federal government 
representative at destination indicates that the shipment was 
used for the purpose for which the reduced rates provided for 
by this tariff were published. Therefore, the failure to con- 
sign the shipment to a state or federal representative would 
seem to have been corrected by the issuance of the certificate 
by such party. 

We can locate no cases covering facts such as those in the 
instant case. 


Demurrage—Notice to Consignor of Refused Shipment 


Michigan.—Question: In your answer, on page 1342 of the 
Traffic World of Dec. 11, 1937, under the caption, ““Demurrage,” 
to our request for your opinion as to proper charge applicable 
under Rule 4, Section E, notes one and two, B. T. Jones’ 
Freight Tariff 4Q I. C. C. 2944, you say, “Delivery has been 
made to the consignee.” How can delivery have been made 
if the consignee has refused the shipment? We are not so 
much interested in the demurrage charge but wish to know 
about the wire charge when the consignor is notified of the 
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refusal. Section 2, paragraph 1 of Rule 4, provides that “When 
carload freight is refused at destination, this railroad shall, 
within twenty-four (24) hours, after being advised of refusal, 
send notice of such refusal by wire to the consignor.” This 
paragraph does not carry any reference to note 1 or any 
exception. Paragraph 2A and 2B provides, “Except as other- 
wise provided in Note 1.” 

We would also like an expression of your opinion as to 
how the railroad can assess demurrage against the shipper of 
a refused car when the shipper has never been notified of such 
refusal. 

We were always of the opinion that it was the notice of 
arrival or the notice of refusal that started the demurrage to° 
run against the consignee or the consignor, as the case might 
be. 

Some of these cars are held as long as ten to fifteen days 
before the railroad receives request from the shipper for record 
of delivery. Then when the shipper is advised car is on hand 
placed on consignee’s siding refused, he gives disposition with- 
in twenty-four hours after such advice. How can the railroads 
expect the shipper to pay demurrage on a car between the date 
a car is refused and the date the shipper is notified of such 
refusal, and if it is necessary to give such notice, is the rail- 
road entitled to the one dollar wire charge? 

Answer: We understood your statement in the first as well 
as the other two instances set forth in your inquiry, to be that 
the cars had been placed on the consignee’s siding and in using 
the term delivery we used it in this sense and not in the sense 
that a, complete delivery, including an acceptance, had been 
made. 

While it is true that paragraph 1, of Section E, does not 
refer to Note 1, that note relates to both unclaimed and re- 
fused shipments and therefore in our opinion, as to refused 
shipments, notice is not required to be given in instances cov- 
ered by Note 1. 

In that connection, see the exception in subdivision 5 of 
paragraph (a) of Note 1, reading, “This provision does not 
apply to refused shipments.” 

It would appear that, under the provisions of Note 1 of 
Section E of Rule 4, the carriers are relying upon the principle 
that goods moving on straight bills of lading become the prop- 
erty of the consignee upon delivery to the carrier, and that 
the consignee, and not the carrier should advise the consignor 
of the refusal of the goods where delivery, i. e., placement of 
the car has been made by the carrier. 

Note 2 of Rule 4 provides that on each carload shipment 
as to which wire notice is sent, in accordance with the above 
provisions, a charge of $1 will be assessed against the shipment 
and collected as part of the transportation charges thereon. 

If, under the provisions of Note 1, a notice is not to be 


sent, a charge may not, in our opinion, be collected if the 
notice is sent. 


Liability of Carrier—Improper Packing or Loading by Shipper 

Virginia—Question: We should greatly appreciate your 
comments regarding the following situation which we have 
experienced: 

We made an interstate carload shipment from point “A” 
to point “B” of a commodity on which the classification packing 
requirements specified “in barrels, boxes or crates,’’ but which 
we tendered to the railroads “loose.” It was noted on delivery 
to the consignee that a portion of this shipment was damaged. 
Consequently we prepared and presented a claim for the dam- 
age to the carrier. In their reply they disclaimed any liability 
inasmuch as the packing requirements of the Classification had 
not been complied with. 

It appears to us that, the carrier having the option of 
refusing any freight which was not packed to insure reason- 
able safety in any transportation movement, as indicated in 
Sections 1 and 6 of Rule 5 of the Consolidated Freight Classi- 
fication, by accepting the shipment the carrier agreed that 
the commodity was of a nature that could be shipped with 
reasonable safety “loose,” with the additional protection of 
sufficient and proper bracing. Rule 5 of the Consolidated 
Freight Classification also provides for penalty rating to be 
assessed under such conditions, which the carrier was free to 
assess in this case, but did not. Although the car was not 
inspected by the carrier prior to shipment, the bill of lading 
described this commodity and indicated that the shipment was 
being made in coils and not in crates, boxes, barrels or pack- 
ages. Consequently with the acceptance of the freight by the 
carrier, we do not believe we as a shipper were in default, and 
we believe our claim should be paid. 

We should appreciate your comments, and, if possible, 
some reference to decisions in similar cases. 

Answer: One of the exceptions to the carrier’s common- 
law liability arises in cases where the injuries are due to im- 
proper packing of the goods by the shipper. Many decisions 
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apparently hold without qualification that the full duty of the 
carrier is simply to carry goods in the condition in which they 
are offered, and that where goods tendered are insufficiently 
packed, the carrier is not liable for loss or injury due to such 
defect, whether the defect in the packing is latent or not. 
Cohn vs. Platt, 43 Miscl. 378, 95 N. Y. S. 535; Nelson vs. 
Stephenson, 12 N. Y. Super. 538; R. Co. vs. Oil Co., 249 Fed. 
308; R. Co. vs. Morris, 249 Fed. 312. 

This principle would seem to be especially applicable 
where the shipper failed to comply with a rule of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission prescribing the method for pack- 
ing goods of the character which were destroyed. However, 
the foregoing view has not met with universal approval, and 
a number of decisions hold that the carrier, being entitled to 
reject defectively packed goods tendered for shipment, if it 
accepts for transportation goods which it knows are defec- 
tively packed, or which by the exercise of reasonable care it 
could have observed were defectively packed, it assumes to 
carry the goods as they are, and its common-law liability as 
carrier attaches, and it is subject to all the liabilities usually 
attaching to an ordinary shipment of the same character. But 
even where this view prevails, it cannot be said that the carrier 
must, at his peril, know that the goods are not in fact safely 
packed. Northwestern Marble, etc., Co. vs. Williams, 128 Minn. 
514, 151 N. W. 419; Mitchell vs. Nor. Pac. S. S. Co. (Calif.) 
213 Pac. 293. 

See also Central of Ga. Ry. Co. vs. Grinner & Rustin, 127 
S. E. 878; Thomson vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 238 S. W. 647, 
and St. Valentine & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 220 Ill. 
App. 188. In the case last cited it was held that where 
defects in a shipment are perfectly apparent, it is the carrier’s 
duty to refuse the shipment, and, having elected to carry it 
in a defective condition, the carrier will not be allowed to 
urge these defects as a defense; but that this does not pre- 
clude the carrier from showing that the loss proceeded from a 
cause which existed, but which was not apparent, when he 
received the goods. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Intermediate Rule Not 
Affected by Fourth Section Order 13001 


Missouri.—Question: We would like to ask your interpre- 
tation of 4th Section Order 13001 of October 19 in connection 
with increased rates in Ex Parte 115. 

We offer the following example: 

C. & N. W. Tariff 8115N, ICC 10519, Item 1240, names a 
rate of 26c from Chicago to Rhinelander, Wis., on corn syrup, 
unmixed. Item 1240B of Supplement 68 to this tariff increases 
this rate 24%c or to 28%c, under Ex Parte 115. 

Now this same item should carry rate from Chicago to 
Oshkosh (Group 4), but there is no commodity rate published. 
However, prior to December 20, 1937, we could apply the 
Rhinelander rate to Oshkosh account intermediate application 
on page 48 of C. & N. W. Tariff 8115N. Now, the question 
is, can we still use the intermediate application and apply the 
present 284ec published under Ex Parte 115 and 4th Section 
Order 13001 from Chicago to Rhinelander, from Chicago to 
Oshkosh? Or does the 4th Section Order 13001 prohibit the 
use of intermediate application in connection with any rates 
increased in Ex Parte 115? 


We might cite another example, as follows: Pages 56 to 
59 of IFA Tariff 74A, ICC 357, names rates on corn syrup, 
unmixed, from Chicago and several other producing points to 
southeastern destinations. These rates were increased under 
Ex Parte 115 on pages 7 to 9 of Supplement 22 to the above 
mentioned tariff. Prior to December 20 we applied the Chi- 
cago rate from intermediate Illinois points to these south- 
eastern destinations. However, we are wondering whether or 
not this is permissible under the Ex Parte 115 rates which 
were published under 4th Section Order 13001. 


We might call your attention to the fact that Supplement 
22 to IFA Tariff 74A states on the face thereof that the rates 
therein are published in conformity with order of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission in Ex Parte 115 and 4th Section 
Order 13001, while Supplement 68 to C& NW Tariff 8115N 
does not, as far as we can see, mention anything about 4th 
Section Order 13001. 

What we are endeavoring to ascertain is whether or not 
we can apply commodity rates which were increased in Ex 
Parte 115 at intermediate points from and to which no com- 
modity rates were, or are in effect, or must we use the class 
rates? 

Answer: There is nothing in 4th Section Order 13001, 
issued by the Commission in connection with the general com- 
modity rate increases under Ex Parte 115, which affects the 
application of an intermediate rule published in a given tariff. 
Fourth Section Order 13001 merely gives the carriers relief 
from the fourth section of the Interstate Commerce Act, both 
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as to the aggregate-of-intermediates provision thereof and the 
long-and-short-haul provision thereof, in the publication of the 
increases authorized under Ex Parte 115. Without this relief 
violations of the fourth section would have resulted, thereby 
subjecting the carriers to penalties provided by the act for 
violation of the fourth section. 


Bedding Charges for Live Stock 


California.—Question: What have been the rulings re- 
garding the assessment of charges for bedding stock cars, 
where cars have not been ordered bedded by the shipper, or 
where cars have been furnished with old bedding? 

The tariff provides that cars must be suitably bedded, and 
defines suitable bedding materials. However, some cars are 
furnished with six inches of sand, which has previously been 
used. Can the shipper, if he orders cars bedded, require the 
carrier to remove this old bedding and furnish new bedding, or 
refuse to pay for the old bedding, contending that it has 
already been payed for? 

Answer: In its decision in Bedding Charges for Live Stock, 
128 I. C. C. 167, the Commission gave consideration to pro- 
visions proposed by the carriers in their tariffs, under which, 
when the carriers furnished a car in which the bedding from 
the last service met the requirements of the carrier’s agent 
as to suitability, the regular charge would be made. Regard- 
ing this provision the Commission said: 


Paragraph (j) of the western rules provides that when the car- 
rier furnishes a car in which the bedding from the last service meets 
the requirements of the carrier’s agent, charges will be made as pro- 
vided by paragraph (e). There was unanimous opposition to paragraph 
(j). Respondents assert that the rule was published to preclude a 
shipper who received a car freshly bedded and who consequently paid 
the bedding charges, from raising the question of discrimination in 
favor of a shipper who received a car in which the bedding from the 
last service was considered suitable and who, under the present rules, 
does not pay any bedding charge. Witness for respondents admitted 
that when a car of the latter kind is furnished, the carrier performs 


no bedding services other than those furnished for the first transporta- 
tion. 


The proposed rule was found not justified. 

With respect to the assessment of charges where cars 
have not been ordered bedded by the shipper, the Commission 
on page 177 of the above decision said: 


Without expressing any opinion as to what constitutes the amount 
and kind of bedding necessary under any and all circumstances, we 
believe the rules should specify the amounts which will be furnished 
by the carriers upon request of the shippers at stated charges, and 
that if requests for bedding in excess of those amounts are made, 
shippers should pay additional charges. The amounts fixed for the 
initial charge should be the maximum amounts which the record in- 
dicates are necessary. Ordinarily at least one-half inch of sand per 
deck, or two bales of hay or straw per deck, should be placed in cars 
to be loaded with love stock. We believe, therefore, that these 
amounts should be fixed as the minimum which the carrier must 
furnish in case shippers do not order bedding, but that the rules 
should contain a provision that nothing therein contained shall be 
construed as relieving a carrier from liability for loss and damage. 
Under Section 20(11) of the act, all limitations of liability for actual 
loss, damage or injury in respect to live stock are prohibited. 


Liability for Loss from Tank Car Furnished by Shipper 


New Jersey.—Question: We would appreciate your opinion 
regarding the following problem: 

We buy fish oil from the west coast, which is shipped to 
us in tank cars, which are secured by the shipper on the west 
coast to the best of his ability. These shipments are for- 
warded on order notify bills of lading, freight f. o. b. shipping 
point. Upon arrival, the original bill of lading is surrendered 
to the carrier and the tank car is placed on our siding. Dur- 
ing the unloading live steam is applied to steam coils to 
facilitate unloading, and upon unloading the car we note a 
great amount of water in the oil due to a cracked steam coil. 
This oil then had to be dried, or in other words the water 
must be removed; during this process about 2,000 Ibs. of oil 
is lost. We have requested credit from the shipper for the 
amount of oil lost during this process, but have been refused. 
The shipper advises that claims should be filed against the 
carrier, but in our opinion the carrier is not a responsible 
party, inasmuch as the tank car is equipment secured by the 
shipper. 

What recourse have we in this particular instance? 

Answer: In order to hold a carrier liable in damages for 
loss of goods from a tank car furnished by the shipper it must 
be shown that the carrier was negligent in its transportation 
of goods. Whether or not the carrier was negligent is a ques- 
tion of fact. 

If the carrier was not negligent in transporting the car in 
a leaky condition and the loss resulted from a defect in the 
car furnished by the shipper, which defect was not discernible 
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by ordinary observation or such inspection as can readily be 
made, the carrier is not liable for the resulting loss. 

It has been held, however, that to relieve a carrier, not 
owning, furnishing or supervising the loading of a car of oil, 
nor examining it for latent defects, from its common law lia- 
bility for safe delivery of the contents, the burden is on it to 
prove such defect and the reason therefor. See Central of Ga. 
Ry. Co. vs. Chicago Varnish Co., 53 Sou. 832; A. & V. Ry. Co. 
vs. American Cotton Oil Co., 249 Fed. 311; A. G. S. vs. Morris 
& Co., 249 Fed. 312; also American Cotton Oil Co. vs. Davis, 
224 Pac. 23. 

Your inquiry states that the shipments are forwarded on 
order notify bills of lading, freight f. o. b. shipping point. 

Whether the loss must be borne by the seller or buyer 
may depend upon the sense in which the term “freight f. o. b. 
shipping point” was used in the contracts of sale, inasmuch as 
the goods moved on order notify bills of lading. 

Where the agreement is to sell goods f. o. b. (free on 
board a designated place, such place will ordinarily be re- 
garded as the place of delivery, and the seller is under no 
obligation to guarantee shipment to a particular market. This 
rule applies notwithstanding the contract also designates an- 
other place to which the goods are to be shipped. But the 
effect of the f. o. b. depends on the connection in which it 
is used, and if used in connection with the words fixing the 
price only it will not be construed as fixing the place of de- 
livery. Under this rule, where goods are shipped f. o. b. place 
of shipment, with sight draft attached to the bill of lading, 
the f. o. b. will be held merely to show which party is to pay 
the freight, and the place of delivery is the point of destina- 
tion. Levine vs. Hochman, 217 Mo. A. 76, 273 S. W. 204. So 
if the goods are to be shipped to the seller’s order, the place 
of destination is the place of delivery, unless the provision 
that the seller may ship to his own order is merely for the 
purpose of securing him, in which case it will not prevail over 
the provision for delivery f. o. b. the point of shipment. South- 
ern Flour, etc., Co. vs. McGeehan, 128 N. W. 879. 

A contract which called for delivery f. o. b. at a town 
in Wisconsin, and which provided, pursuant to a proposal made 
by the buyer, residing in Georgia, that the seller might ship 
to Georgia to his own order, drawing on the buyer for the 
amount of shipment, with bill of lading attached to draft, made 
the town in Wisconsin the place of delivery, at least for the 
purpose of fixing the measure of damages for failure to de- 
liver, since the provision as to shipment by the seller to the 
seller’s order was merely a mode of securing the seller in 
the payment of the price. Southern Flour, etc., Co. vs. McGee- 
han, 128 N. W. 879. 

Relating to the question of whether, in the event that 
under the contract of sale title to the goods passed to the 
buyer at point of shipment, notwithstanding the use of order 
notify bills of lading, the seller is liable because of having 
loaded the goods in defective tank cars, we are unable to 
locate decisions. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 5, Section 3, of 
Consolidated Classification 


Ohio.— Question: On page 168 of the January 15th Weekly 
Traffic World, under the above caption, you state that you 
are of the opinion that the Commission would hold that the 
provisions of Section 3, Rule 5 do not apply in connection with 
commodity rates, regardless of the wording of the commodity 
item. 

Would your opinion be the same as far as Exceptions to 
the Classification are concerned? In other words, if the same 
situation existed in an Exception to the Classification, would 
you feel that the rates named in the Exception applied only on 
the container shown in the Exception? 

Answer: The Exceptions to Official Classification, Central 
Freight Association Tariff Bureau Tariff 130-Y, Agent Jones’ 
I. C. C. 2989, on the title page thereof states that except as 
otherwise provided, ratings shown therein are subject to the 
rules, conditions and other requirements of the Official Classi- 
fication. Under these provisions it appears that the provisions 
of Section 3 of Rule 5 of Consolidated Classification would 
apply in connection with ratings in the Exception to the Official 
Classification or other classification exceptions which carry a 
similar provision with respect to ratings shown therein being 
subject to the rules of the Consolidated Classification. 


Delay—Liability of Carrier pon 

Kansas.—Question: We would greatly appreciate your 
opinion and advice on the following matters: 

Where can one secure a record of advertised freight sched- 
ules of railroads operating in our state? 

Is a published or advertised schedule considered a legal 
basis for determining the time in which freight should move 
from origin to destination? 
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Can such advertised schedules be discontinued without 
permission of either State or Interstate Commission, and would 
a wreck occurring on the route automatically cancel such sched- 
ules ? 

What constitutes a holiday with public carriers? If reg- 
ular train service is in effect on holidays and Sunday, should 
that be deducted in calculating the time the freight should 
reach its destination? 

If a legal holiday falls on Sunday is the following Monday 
considered a legal holiday, even though regular freight sched- 
ules are maintained? 

In the absence of a published or advertised schedule of 
freight movement, what is considered reasonable dispatch in 
handling freight? In this age of rapid transportation, is it 
your opinion that the movement of 50 miles a day, as claimed 
by some carriers, would be considered a reasonable rate of 
movement ? 

Answer: Unless the freight train schedules of railroads 
operating in your state are required to be filed with some 
governmental agency they could only be obtained from the 
several railroads operating therein. 

A published train schedule is admissible in evidence as an 
admission against interest of what is a reasonable time for 
the transportation of goods between given points. Stewart 
Poultry Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co., 163 Pac. 448. 

It is not necessary to obtain the permission of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission before discontinuing a train op- 
erated between given points under a published train schedule. 
We are not advised as to whether this is true as to the several 
stated commissions. 


We do not locate a case involving an interstate shipment 
which deals with the liability of a carrier for delay where 
the excuse relied upon by the carrier is that the observance 
of a holiday prevented the movement of its trains. However, 
in Consumers Lignite Co. vs. H. & T. C., 179 S. W. 306, it was 
held that under a statutory provision with respect to the prompt 
transportation of freight, which statute excluded Sundays and 
legal holidays, the fact that it was customary to observe the 
following Monday, when Sunday was a legal holiday, does not 
excuse the carrier for delay in transporting goods on Monday 
following that Sunday. See also St. L. & S. F. R. Co. vs. 
Shepard, 139 Pacific 833 in which it was held that where a 
commonlaw action to recover damages for the breach of a 
shipping contract, whereby defendant undertook to transport 
certain cattle within a reasonable time, the evidence reasonably 
tends to show that defendant breached its contract by failing 
to do so, the same is sufficient to take the question of negli- 
gence to the jury, and the presumption of negligence is not 
explained or rebutted by positive evidence on the behalf of 
the defendant that the regular schedule of its stock trains 
would not enable it to deliver the cattle within a reasonable 
time. 


Also see M. K. & T. Ry. of Tex. vs. Dunn, 157 S. W. 434, 
in which it was held that a carrier cannot absolve itself from 
liability for injuries to a shipment of cattle caused by negli- 
gent delay by merely showing that the cattle were shipped on 
a freight train which proceeded on schedule time, where it 
did not appear that the train was operated upon such schedule 
that it would reach the destination within a reasonable time. 

The law does not attempt to fix by rule what is a reason- 
able time. What is a reasonable time is not susceptible of 
being defined by any general rule, but the circumstances of 
each particular case must be adverted to in order to determine 
what is a reasonable time in that case. The mode of convey- 
ance, the distance, the season of the year, the character of the 
weather, the ordinary facilities for transportation, and an 
unusual rush of business, if there was such, are to be con- 
sidered in determining whether in the particular case there 
has been an unreasonable delay. So also in determining what 
is a reasonable time for transportation the character of the 
freight shipped is a very important consideration. It is obvious 
that what would be a reasonable time for the transportation 
of one kind of freight would not be for another kind. Accord- 
ingly some cases hold that, where the goods are perishable 
or peculiarly liable to injury from delay, the carrier is bound 
to use more expedition than where ordinary freight is being 
carried, and the reasonable time in such instances is a shorter 
period than in other cases owing to the special circumstances 
known to the parties at the time the undertaking was entered 
into. And it has been said that. where the freight shipped is 
perishable it is the duty of the carrier to forward it by its 
earliest opportunity or by the earliest train it makes up in 
the course of its business. However, there is no absolute duty 
in every case to ship goods immediately on receipt of them 
merely because they are perishable. While they should gen- 
erally be given preference, the demands of the carrier’s busi- 
ness, time for regular departure of trains, contract and obliga- 
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tions already incurred, and other like considerations ought to 
be regarded in determining whether in any case the carrier 
has been properly diligent in forwarding the goods after the re- 
ceipt thereof. In the absence of special contract or special 
circumstances which take the case out of the general rule 
the carrier is not bound to use extraordinary means to forward 
even perishable freight, or shipments of stock. The shipper 
must be understood to contemplate carriage by the regular 
trains on the ordinary schedule, and hence, if he desires special 
service, he should contract for it. ; 

If the carrier can show that it was free from any negli- 
gence which contributed to the delay, the delay, however long, 
cannot be said to be unreasonable. 

The fact that the time occupied in the transportation or 
delivery of the consignment is unusual is not of itself conclusive 
of unnecessary delay, unless it is so long as clearly to compel 
a conviction that it was longer than was necessary. It must 
be so unusual as to be more reasonably attributable to the 
negligence of the carrier than to any of the causes of delay 
to which the transportation by reason of the mode, time, route, 
speed of carriage, or other circumstances, implying negligence 
is known to be exposed. 

Proof of delivery in the usual time according to the cus- 
tom and the course of the company’s business is prima facie 
evidence of reasonable time. 


Delivery by Carrier—What Constitutes 


Pennsylvania.—Question: Will you please be kind enough 
to advise me of your views with court or Commission's deci- 
sions, in reference thereto regarding the following subject? 

A car of grapefruit arrives in a large terminal district, 
such as Philadelphia, Pa., on an order-notify basis. The car 
is placed upon a delivery track at the Perishable Produce Ter- 
minal of the destination carrier upon surrender of the order- 
notify bill of lading and payment of all charges by the notify 
party. Delivery receipt is signed by the consignee acknowledg- 
ing delivery of the car. 


Will you please advise which party, the carrier or the con- 
signee, is the owner of the goods when the delivery receipt is 
signed and turned over to the carrier by the consignee? Is 
ownership vested in the consignee as soon as the bulk of the 
car is broken, or is the ownership vested in the carrier until 


after the last portion of the car has been unloaded, by the 
consignee ? 


I will greatly appreciate your prompt reply, advising your 
version as to the actual ownership of the grapefruit in the 
car. 


Answer: In so far as deliveries on public team tracks are 
concerned, the Supreme Court of the United States has he!d in 
Michigan Central R. R. Co. vs. Mark Owens, 256 U. S. 427, 
41 S. Ct. 554, that until all of the goods had been taken from 
the car the liability of the carrier as a common carrier con- 
tinues for the 48-hour period of free time, after which time 
its liability is that of a warehouseman and as such it is liab‘e 
only for negligence, the burden to prove which is upon the 
owner of the goods. 

As to deliveries on private side tracks, there has been no 
decision of the Supreme Court which definitely determines the 
liability of the carrier, and the decisions of the courts of the 
several states as to such deliveries are not uniform. In the 
following cases the question of the carrier’s liability for goods 
placed on a shipper’s private siding was in issue: Missouri 
Pacific R. Co. vs. Wichita Grocery Co. (Kan.), 40 Pac. 899; 
Jolly vs. A. T. & S. F. R. Co. (Calif.) 131 Pac. 1057; Arkansas 
Midland R. Co. vs. Premier Cotton Mills (Ark.), 158 S. W. 
159; Bianchi & Sons vs. M. & W. R. Co. (Vt.), 104 Atl. 144; 
Weyl vs. Southern Pac. 156 Ill. App. 193; Kingman St. Louis 
Implement Co. vs. Southern Ry., 112 S. W. 721; Lewis vs. N. Y. 
O. & W. Ry. Co., 194 N. E. 944; 210 N. Y. 429; Manglesdorf 
Seed Co. vs. Mo. Pac., 280 Pac. 896. 

In the first case cited above it was held that two cars 
which were placed on a consignee’s siding on Saturday, but 
which were burned before business on the following Monday, 
_— not been delivered, and that the carrier was liable for the 
Oss. 

In Wey]! vs. Southern Pacific, 156 Ill. App. 493, it was held 
that a complete delivery of merchandise by the carr’er to the 
consignee, terminating the former’s liability takes place if the 
car containing the merchandise is placed by the carrier upon 
the usual and customary place where the consignee received 
consignments of freight in cars and notice of delivery by the 
carrier to the consignee is not essential, nor does the closing 
of the place of business of the consignee operate to continue 
the liability of the carrier for delivery made in accordance 
with instructions given. 

In the Manglesdorf Seed Company case there is a state- 
ment of the law and citations of cases respecting deliveries on 
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sidetracks which are owned by the carrier but serve a par- 
ticular industry. 

While the ownership of the goods is vested in the consignee 
upon surrender by that party of the order notify bill of lad- 
ing to the carrier, the liability of the carrier, as such, does 
not terminate until after the expiration of free time. 


Tariff interpretation 


IIlinois.—Question: We are confronted with a problem 
with which we are experiencing considerable difficulty in 
settling. 

Along about October or November, 1934, this company 
started to manufacture a wire mesh fabric which is com- 
monly known in the trade as hardware cloth. This material 
is made in heights ranging from 12 inches up to 48 inches and 
in meshes as follows: 8x8, 6x6, 5x5, 4x4, 3x3, 24x24, 
2x2,1x1, %x%, %x%. 

When we started to make shipments of this material we 
asked the traffic manager of the manufacturers’ association 
of this city for a description of the commodity. We were in- 
structed to describe it as “woven wire reinforcement,” and 
then later we were instructed to change our description to 
“wire cloth reinforcement, iron or steel,’’ and then the descrip- 
tion was again changed to read “wire cloth reinforcement, iron 
or steel, % inch mesh and over,” and “wire cloth, iron or steel, 
under % inch mesh.” 

The over % inch mesh takes in the sizes % x %, % x %4, 
1x1, and 2x2. The balance of the sizes shown above are 
classed as under % inch mesh. 

In November, 1936, the Western Classification Committee 
issued a ruling on this material as follows: 

Referring to the Sterling Reinforcement Wire Mesh Fabric made 


by the X Company, with meshes one-half inch and greater, as per 
samples left with us. 


If this mesh fabric is advertised, invoiced and sold as concrete or 
plaster reinforcement, it will be proper to rate same under the classi- 
fication entry for reinforcement, concrete or plaster, wire mesh, item 
4, page 316, C. F. C. No. 10. 

Prior to the issuance of the above mentioned ruling, we 
described this material on our invoices as hardware cloth, but 
sold it for reinforcing purposes and proposed it to the trade 
for this use. 

Inasmuch as this material is sold at a price less than wire 
screen cloth and is a different type of material entirely, we 
see no reason why we should be penalized on our products by 
having to use the rates as assessed on wire screen cloth. 

Since November, 1936, we have described our wire mesh 
fabric greater than % inch mesh as “wire mesh (concrete or 
plaster reinforcement, iron or steel),”” and the material smaller 
than % inch mesh as “wire cloth under % inch mesh.” 

During July of 1937, the Western Weighing and Inspection 
Bureau had a man in this town at the offices of the railroad 
companies checking our shipments from 1934 up to and includ- 
ing shipments made by us prior to November 7, 1936, and they 
have issued corrections increasing the charges in all cases from 
the rate on woven wire fencing, nails, barb wire and plain 
wire to the third class rate. 

These corrections will run into several thousands of dollars 
and we are asking whether or not you know of any rule or law 
by which we may be compelled to pay these charges. In most 
instances the consignee has declined payment and a few have 
paid the bills and presented them to us for adjustment with 
them. 

We would appreciate having your views on the matter. 

Answer: The actual character of a commodity determines 
the rating to apply thereon. 

Where, however, a commodity is advertised and sold for 
a given purpose, the rating on that commodity must be applied. 
Mead, Johnson & Co. vs. Atlantic C. L. R. Co., 171 I. C. C. 5. 

It appears from your inquiry that both the terms “wire 
cloth” and “reinforcement, etc.,”’ describe your product which is 
of % inch mesh or over, in that it is usable and sold as rein- 
forcement and is therefore describable as such, but that your 
product which is less than % inch mesh is not usable and sold 
as reinforcement and is therefore not describable as such, but 
only as wire cloth. 

Where two ratings are equally applicable to a commodity, 
the lower rating may be applied. Peck, Stow & Welch Co. vs. 
New York, N. Y. & H. R. R. Co., 91 I. C. C. 747. 

Therefore, the rating on reinforcement may be applied on 
your product which is of % inch mesh or over, and the rating 
on wire cloth must be applied on your product which is less 
than % inch mesh. 
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NOTE—items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign. 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


February 21—Chicago—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Later: 
MC C-67—Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. Advance 
Transportation Co. et al. 
1. & S. M-238—Rates of Brown Motor Freight Lines, Inc. 


1. & S. M-250—Paper & paper articles from Mich. points to Chicago. - 


February 21—Chicago, Ill —Hotel Sherman—Joint Board 73: 
MC C-67, Sub. 1—Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Anna Doremus et al. 
MC C-67, Sub. 2—Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. 
Metro Motor Freight, Inc. 


February 21—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Griffin: 
1. & S. 4443—Seeds in tintermountain and Pacific territories. 


February 21—Montgomery, Ala.— State Com.—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 88179—Application of Kallam & Doster, Demopolis, Ala., for 
permit. 


February 21—Montgomery, Ala.—State Com.—Joint Board 100: 
MC 26612—Application of Kallam & Doster, Demopolis, Ala., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 67308, Sub. 1—Application of Monroeville Bus Co., Monroeville, 
Ala., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 21—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 86462—Application of Bloomfield Express, Bloomfield, N. J., 
for permit. 


MC  saasedleimanaee of Central Express Co., Lodi, N. J., for per- 
mit. 


February 21—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 36371—Application of Moore Forwarding Co., Norfolk, Va., for 
license. 


February 21—Omaha, Neb.—Fontenelle Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
27634 and Sub. 1—Nebraska State Railway Commission et al. vs. 
C. & N. W. et al. 


February 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 23293—Leamen Transportation Co., Inc. 


February 21—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Joint Board 175: 
MC 63146—Application and its supplement of C. N. I. Produce Co., 
Stockton, Calif., for certificate or permit. 


February 21—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 80: 
MC 86948—Application of Puget Sound Navigation Co., 
Wash., for certificate. 
MC 88161—Application of Inland Petroleum Transportation Co., Inc., 
Seattle, Wash., for certificate. 
MC 7325, Sub. 1—Application of Black Ball Freight Service, Seattle, 
Wash., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 21—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Smith: 
27854—Western Fuel Co. et al. vs. G. N. et al. 


February 21—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner McChord: 
27823—Morris Buick Co., Inc., vs. G. T. W. 
27927—-Roby Motors Co., Inc., vs. A. & L. M. et al. 


February 21—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 3005—Application of James F. Hoey, dba Midland Service Co., 
Chicago, Ill. 


February 21—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Taylor: 
1. & S. 4451—Classification of animal feed at W. T. L. points. 
1. & S. 4456—Classification of wallboards at W. T. L. points. 


February 23—Milwaukee, Wis.—Wisconsin Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
1. & S. 4427—Transit grain at Milwaukee, Wis. 
27909—Milwaukee Grain and Stock Exchange vs. A. & W. et al. 


February 23—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Taylor: 
18405—Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
23048—Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

February 23—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 79: 
MC 88188—Application of Wilson and Sons, Charlo, Mont., for cer- 

tificate. 


February 23—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court Rooms—Jt. Bd. 259: 
MC 27211—Application of Earl F. Moultrie and Francis G. Jones, 
Salmon, Ida., for certificate or permit. 
February 23—Montgomery, Ala.—State Com.—Joint Board 98: 
MC 526, Sub. 2—Application of The Bay Line, Dothan, Ala., for 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88145—Application of Lee A. Driver, Geneva, Ala., for permit. 


February 23—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Joint Board 7: 
MC 30109—Application of M. J. Vrable, Petersburg, Va., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 88392—Application of M. J. Vrable, Petersburg, Va., 
tificate. 
February 23—New York—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Hanbak: 
MC 69004, Sub. 1—Application of Post Road Transportation New 
York, N. Y., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 86904—Application of Pipe Hauling Corporation, White Hlains, 
N. Y., for permit. 
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February 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 7567—Leaman Transportation Corporation. 


February 23—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Joint Board 7: 
MC-F 505—D. J. Thurston, Jr., purchase, J. E. Davis. 


February 23—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Joint Board 80: 
MC 77189—Application of Therkelsens Auto Freight, Vashon, Wash., 
for certificate or permit. 
MC 77189, Sub. 1—Application of Therkelsens Auto Freight, Vashon, 
Wash., for certificate. 
MC 88101—Application of Pratt Truck Line, Tacoma, Wash., for 
certificate. 


February 23—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bds. 153, 164, 35: 
MC 88144—Application of T. N. Seal, Rodessa, La., for certificate. 
MC 19198, Subs. 1 and 2—Application of Interurban Transportation 

Co., Inc., Alexandria, La., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 23—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 10947—Application of Associated Railways Co. et al. for au- 
thority to acquire properties of Minneapolis & St. Louis, etc. 


12964—In the matter of consolidation of railway properties of the 
United States into a limited number of systems. 
February 24—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Later: 
1. & S. M.-247 and 1st sup.—Proportional rates between Chicago and 
Wisconsin points. 
February 24—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Examiner Hig- 
gins: 
MC-F 500—Complete Auto Transit, Inc., 
of Missouri. 


purchase, Driveaway Co. 


February 24—Dallas, Tex.—Hotel Baker—Examiner Taylor: 
13535 et al.—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 
27401—Wrought pipe and fittings. 

1. & S. 4381—Pipe-ocean-rail to and from southwest. 


February 24—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Joint Board 214: 
MC 30600, Sub. 1—Application of Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., 
Wichita, Kan., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 24—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 60608—Application, as amended, of Adams Transfer and Storage 
Co., Fargo, N. D., for certificate or permit. 


February 24—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Joint Board 157: 
MC 82230, Sub. 1—Application of East Alabama Coach Line, Roanoke, 
Ala., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 24—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 71: 
MC 12025—Application of Bus and Steamship Travel Bureau Agency, 
New York, N. Y., for license. 
February 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Griffin: 
27925—-St. Anthony & Dakota Elevator Co. vs. D. & S. L. et al. 


February 24—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court Rooms—Jt. Bds. 82 and 83: 
MC 88213—Application of George Manley, Stevensville, Mont., for 
certificate. 


February 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Joint Board 67: 
MC 78088—Eastern Carrier Corporation, as successor to A. Black- 
more Transfer Co., Inc. 
MC 10247—Primo P. Marianelli. 
MC 10247, Sub. 1—Primo P. Marianelli. 


February 24—Providence, R. I.—Dept. of Revenue and Regulation—Jt. 
Bd. 18 and Examiner Kephart: 
MC 2415—Application of Cole Teaming Co., Providence, R. I., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 2416—Application of Cole Teaming Co., Providence, R. I., for 
certificate or permit. 


February 24—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 128: 
MC 67048, Sub. 1—Application of Pierce Arrow Stage Lines, Sacra- 
mento, Calif., for certificate to extend operations. 
February 24—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce Rooms—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 1511, Sub. 4—Application of Greyhound Lines, San Francisco, 
Calif., for certificate, to extend operations. 


February 24—Richmond, Va.—State Com.—Joint Board 7: 
MC 44969—Application of V. G. Driskill, Petersburg, Va., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 44969, Sub. 1—Application of V. G. Driskill, Petersburg, Va., 
for certificate. 
MC 88141—Application of Spencer Transfer, 
permit. 


February 24—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Stephan: 
MC 86604—Application of W. Wilburn & G. H. Wilburn, Seattle, 
Wash., for certificate. 
MC 43395, Sub. 1—Application of J. F. Stevans, Seattle, Wash., for 
certificate to extend operations. 


February 24—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Joint Board 32: 
MC 29957, Sub. 6—Application of Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, 
Inc., Shreveport, La., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 86951—Application of E. E. Taylor, Vivian, La., for permit. 
MC 41432, Sub. No. 1—East Texas Motor Freight Lines, Inc. 


February 24—Sioux City, Ia.—Warrior Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
1. & S. 4419—Sioux City Terminal Railway switching. 
27899—Cudahy Packing Co. et al. vs. Sioux City Terminal et al. 
February 24—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

Finance 11529—Application of trustees of New York, New Haven & 
Hartford, debtor, and property of Old Colony, debtor, for certificate 
authorizing abandonment of certain portions of lines. 

Finance 11559—Old Colony et al. trustees abandonment. 


February 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kirby: 
* Finance 11336—Savannah & Atlanta reorganization. 


Petersburg, Va., for 
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Personal Notes 





Horace H. Huston has been appointed assistant traffic 
manager, American Can Company, at New York City. 

Thomas M. Savary has been appointed assistant general 
freight agent for the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific, at Little 
Rock, Ark. 

Charles E. Beard, vice-president of traffic and advertising, 
Braniff Airways, Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., has been pro- 
moted to the directorship of the airline’s public relations de- 
partment, succeeding O. M. Mosier, who resigned to become 
vice-president of the American Airlines. Mr. Beard will con- 
tinue his supervision of the traffic and advertising departments 
of Braniff in an advisory capacity. W. R. Beattie, publicity 
director, will assume the position of general traffic manager, 
directing sales and traffic management of the Braniff system, 
March 1. He will continue to direct publicity. Douglass Wood, 
district traffic manager, Houston, Texas, will be promoted to 
be division traffic manager, supervising traffic in all Braniff 
Texas cities, with headquarters at Dallas, effective March 1. 

H. H. McIntyre has been appointed industrial agent for 
the Wabash Railway at St. Louis, Mo. 

O. P. Kellog, general freight agent, western lines, C. M. 
St. P. & P., Seattle, Wash., died at Spokane, Wash., Feb- 
ruary 9. 

L. K. Sillcox, first vice-president, New York Air Brake 
Company, spoke in opposition to the train length limitation 
bill at a meeting of the Harvard Business School Students’ As- 
sociation February 16. The title of his address was “The 
Economics of Freight Train Handling in Mass Transportation.” 

John Hamill Poston, president, John H. Poston Ware- 
houses, Inc., Memphis, Tenn., died at Memphis recently. 

George W. Anderson, who was a member of the Com- 
mission in 1918 and 1919, resigning to become a judge on the 
federal bench at Boston, Mass., died at DeLand, Fla., Feb- 
ruary 14. 





February 25—Columbus, O.—Public Utilities Comm.—Joint Board 117: 
MC-F 497—Valley Public Service Co., purchase, C. M. & S. Transit, 
Inc. 
MC-F 498—Valley Public Service Co., purchase, Everett Burnside. 


February 25—Helena, Mont.—State Com.—Joint Board 82: 
MC 17785—Application of Flathead Transportation Co., Inc., Mis- 
soula, Mont., for certificate or permit. 
MC 26451, Sub. 12—Application of Intermountain Transportation Co., 
Anaconda, Mont., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 38433—Independent Motor Carriers, Inc. 


February 25—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
27904—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 


February 25—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 71: 
MC 12008—Application of Interstate Ticket Sales, Inc., New York, 
N. Y., for license. 
MC 12069—Application of Blue Line Bus Transportation, Inc., New 
York, N. Y., for license. 


February 25—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 3: 
MC 86827—Application of Pierce Arrow Mountain Line, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., for certificate. 
MC 86815—Application Pierce Arrow Mountain Line, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for certificate. 


February 25—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 51491 and Sub. 1—Application of Reliable Motor Freight, Mill- 
ville, N. J., for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
February 25—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Weems: 
25548—J. Hamburger Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. L. et al. 
February 25—New York, N. Y.—Port Authority Commerce Bldg. Audi- 
torium—Joint Board 3: 
* MC 668—Inter City Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier appli- 
cation. 
* MC 668, Sub. 1—Application of Inter City Transportation Co., Inc., 
Paterson, N. J., for certificate to extend operations. 
* MC 1079 and Sub. 1—Application of New Jersey-New York Transit 
Co., Inc., Paterson, N. J., for certificate and to extend operations. 
* MC 3699 and Sub. 1—Manhattan Coach Line, Inc.. Clifton, N. J., 
common carrier application and extension of operations. 
* MC 3700 and Sub. 1—Manhattan Transit Co., Clifton, N. J., common 
carrier application and extension of operations. 
* MC 3701 and Sub. 1—Westwood Transportation Co., Clifton, N. J., 
common carrier application and extension of operations. 

* MC 3705 and Sub. 1—Westwood Transportation Lines, Inc., Clifton, 
N. J., common carrier application and extension of operations. 
February 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Joint Board 67 and 

Examiner Sullivan: 

MC 39977—Application of Stroller’s Express, Garfield, N. H., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 

MC 39977, Sub. 1—Application of Stroller’s Express, Vineland, N. H., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
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February 25—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 22279—S. A. Zavolta, dba Sunset Motor Lines. 


February 25—Richmond, Va.—State Com.—Joint Boards 226 and 263: 
MC 86778—Application of D. W. Rose, Blue Spring Run, Va., for 
permit. 


MC 88428—Application of Enterprise Trucking Co., Richlands, Va., 
for permit. 
February 25—Savannah, Ga.—U. S. Court Rooms—Jt. Bds. 101 and 131: 
MC 68940—Application of Savannah Bonded Warehouse & Transfer 
Co., Savannah, Ga., for license. 
MC 88155—Application of Lester Earl Gray, Graymont, Ga., for permit. 


February 25—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Joint Board 164: 

MC 29957, Sub. 4—Application of Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, 
Inc., Shreveport, La., for certificate to extend operations. 

February 25—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

Finance 11579—Application for certificate authorizing abandonment of 
line of railroad between Griffins, Conn., and Agawam Junction, 
Mass., in the estate of Hartford & Connecticut Western. 

Finance 11578—Application New York, New Haven & Hartford, debtor, 
and Hartford & Connecticut Western for certificate permitting 
abandonment of line of latter from State Line to end of line at 
Rhinecliff. 

Finance 11581—Application of trustees N. Y. N. H. & H., for aban- 
donment of line between Lakeville, Conn., and State Line, N. Y. 
Finance 11597—Application trustees N. Y. N. H. & H., for abandon- 
ment of certain portions of lines in estate of N. Y. N. H. & H. 

February 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 

Air Mail Docket 1—Air mail compensation. 

Air Mail Docket 16—Air mail rates for route No. 24. 

Air Mail Docket 18—National Parks Airways, Inc., base rate mileages. 


February 26—Akron, O.—Portage Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
MC-F 504—Owen O. Orr et al., control, Shippers Transportation Co. 


February 26—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Joint Board 126: 
MC 61616, Sub. 2—Application of Missouri Pacific Transportation 
Co., St. Louis, Mo., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 26—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
Fourth section application 14263—Petroleum products between points 
in Louisiana.—Filed by Illinois Central and Y. & M. V. 


February 26—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 51212—Application of Exchange Forwarding Corp., New York, 
N. Y., for license. 
MC 51211—Application of Exchange Forwarding Corp., New York, 
N. Y., for certificate or permit. 


February 26—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Weems: 
27897—Animal Trap Co. of America vs. N. Y. C. et al. 


February 26—Richmond, Va.—State Com.—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 14333—Application of L. T. Puryear & Co., Inc., Danville, Va., 
for license. 
MC 41263—Application of L. T. Puryear & Co., Inc., Danville, Va., 
for certificate. 
MC 41264—Application of L. T. Puryear & Co., Inc., Danville, Va., 
for permit. 
February 26—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Peyser: 
MC 18267, Sub. 2—Application of Akin Truck Line, Shreveport, La., 
for permit. 


February 26—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 50006—Overland Stages, common carrier application. 


February 28—Baton Rouge, La.—State Com.—Joint Boards 164 and 218: 
MC 88006—Application of Gueydan Trucking Co., Inc., Gueydan, La., 
for permit. 


MC 29771—Application of Modern Motor Transportation Line, New 
Orleans, La., for certificate or permit. 


February 28—Billings, Mont.—Federal Bldg.—Joint Board 123: 
MC 88343—Application of Highway Line, Red Lodge, Mont., for cer- 
tificate. 
MC 39386, Subs. 1 and 2—Application of Parker & Thomas Billings, 
Mont., for permit to extend operations. 
MC 86852—Application of John L. Cassel, Billings, Mont., for permit. 


February 28—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Joint Board 126: 
MC 42439—Application of Ady & Crowe Mercantile Co., Denver, Colo., 
for license. 
MC 64114, Sub. 1—Application of Scott Truck Line, Haxtun, Colo., 
for certificate to extend operations. 


February 28—Des Moines, Ia.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Stiles: 
27928—Des Moines & Central Iowa Railroad vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 


February 28—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Griffin: 
1. & S. 4449—Stop-off on seeds at W. T. L. points. 


February 28—Mobile, Ala.—Hotel Cawthon—Examiner Rice: 
27646—State Docks Commission et al. vs. G. M. & N. et al. 


February 28—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 67: 
MC 86568—Application of John Raymond Britt, Glen Cove, N. Y., 
for certificate. 
MC 40124—Application of Max H. Gendell, New York, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 14956—Application of Max H. Gendell, New York, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
February 28—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Weems: 
26870—A. E. Meyer & Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al. 


February 28—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 83885—Application U. S. Trucking Corp., New York, for permit. 
MC 93646—Application of John James Ranken, Jr., Yonkers, N. Y., 

for certificate. 
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February 28—Orlando, Fla.—Angebilt Hotel—Joint Board 205: 
MC 14400—Application of Ridgway Transfer Co., Inc., Daytona Beach, 
Fla., for license. 
MC 38567—Application of Ridgway Transfer. and Sterage Co., Inc., 
Daytona Beach, Fla., for certificate or permit. 
February 28—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 86621—Application of Mahaffey Carrier Co., Kingston, Pa., for 
certificate. 
February 28—Richmond, Va.—State Com.—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 51012 and Sub. 1—Application of J. T. Bryant, Petersburg, Va., 
for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
MC 88224—Application of Reginald W. Turner, Leesburg, Va., for 
permit. 
MC 88329—Application of Steed Brothers, Front Royal, Va., for permit. 


February 28—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Smith: 
1. & S. 4412—Estimated weights on anise from south Pacific coast. 
February 28—Spokane, Wash.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 80: 
MC 60866, Sub. 2—Application of Cater’s Motor Freight System, 
Inc., Spokane, Wash., for certificate to extend operations. 


February 28—Spokane, Wash.—U. S. Court Rooms—Joint Board 79: 
MC 69461, Sub. 1—Application of Arnold J. Fricke, Rockford, Wash., 
for a certificate. 
MC 60866, Sub. 1—Application of Cater’s Motor Freight System, Inc., 
Spokane, Wash., for certificate to extend operations. 
February 28—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 67154—Interest Fireproof Storage and Transfer Co., common Car- 
rier application and extension of operations. 
MC-C 37—Wabash Fibre Box Co. vs. Denny Motor Transfer Co. et al. 


MC 59468—H. E. English, common carrier application and extension 
of operations. 


February 28—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Mahaffie and Examiner 
Wilkinson: ; 


* Finance 10992—New York, New Haven & Hartford reorganization. 
February 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Molster and Eddy: 

Finance 11905—Application Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis 
and eight subsidiary companies to merge properties. 

*Finance 11906—Application of Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. 
Louis for authority to assume obligation and liability in respect 
of certain securities and to issue stock in connection with proposed 
merger with other compainies. 

Finance 5690—Supplemental application of New York Central and 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis for authority to execute 
supplemental lease covering properties proposed to be merged, etc. 

Finance 7744—Supplemental application of New York Central for au- 
thority to assume obligation and liability in respect of stock pro- 
posed to be issued by Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis. 

Finance 11907—Application, as amended, of Toledo & Ohio Central 
for authority to acquire control, by purchase of stock, of Bailey 
Run, Sugar Creek & Athens and Middleport & Northeastern, and, 
along with Kanawha & Michigan et al., to merge their properties. 

Finance 11908—Application of Toledo & Ohio Central for authority 
to assume obligation and liability in respect of securities of Kan- 
awha & Michigan et al. in connection with proposed merger. 

Finance 2071—Supplemental application of New York Central and 
Toledo & Ohio Central for authority to execute supplemental lease 
covering properties proposed to be merged, etc. 

Finance 11909—Application of New York Central for authority to 
assume obligation and liability in respect of bonds of Kanawha & 
Michigan. 

March i1—Beaumont, Tex.—Edson Hotel—Examiner Taylor: 

27857—Port Commission of City of Beaumont, Tex., vs. B. S. L. & 
W. et al. 

March 1—Denver, Colo.—State Com.—Joint Board 126: 

MC 2863, Sub. 1—Application of Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., Denver, 
Colo., for certificate to extend operations. 

MC 60012, Sub. 1—Application of Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., Den- 
ver, Colo., for certificate to extend operations. 

March 1—Des Moines, Ia.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Stiles: 

1. & S. 4418—Des Moines Union Ry. switchnig. 

March 1—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Joint Board 159: 

MC 86145—Application of Blaney Brothers, New Rochelle, N. Y., for 
certificate. 

March i—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Weems: 

27876—Pattison & Bowns, Inc., vs. Erie et al. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 27921, Sub. No. 10, Sterling Paint & Varnish Co., Inc., Malden, 
Mass., vs. Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines et al. 
Rates, whiting, Camden. N. J., to Malden and Edgeworth, Mass., 
in violation of section 1. Asks new rates and reparation. (George 
A. Duffy, 491 Bourse Bldg., Philadelphia, Pa.) 
No. 27959, B. C. Jarrell & Co., Humboldt, Tenn., vs. A. C. L. et al. 
Rates, mixed carloads, crate material and inside carriers, Hum- 
boldt to points in Florida in violation of sections 1 and 6. Asks 
rates and reparation. (F. D. Porter, 440 South Dearborn St., Chi- 
cago, Ill.) 


No. 27960, Lanett Bleachery and Dye Works, Lanett, Ala., vs. A. & 
W. P. et al. 


Rates, rough maple logs, South Royalton, Vt., to Lanett (Post 
Office, West Point, Ga.), in violation of sections 1 and 3. Asks 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


MC 


MC 


en eee 


new rate and reparation. (C. E. Boland, P. O. Box 869, Columbus, 
Ga.) 
27961, Glidden Co., Cleveland, O., vs. C. & O. et al. 

Rates, cottonseed oil, in tank cars, from Good Hope, La., to 
Louisville, Ky., reshipped to Chicago, Ill., and Cincinnati, O., in 
violation of sections 1, 3 and 6. Asks that an order be made com- 
manding the railroads to apply and protect rates of 35 cents a 
hundred pounds from Good Hope to Louisville and Cincinnati, and 
41 cents from Good Hope to Chicago on shipments moving in 
August, 1935, and 42 cents on shipments moving in October, 1935, 
plus the established emergency charges, thereby waving any 


technical undercharge that may now exist. (Clifton M. Kolb, 
Cleveland, O.) 


- 27963, Goldman Trading Corporation, Chicago, Ill., vs. Alton et al. 


Rates, wool shoddy, cotton factory sweepings, jute waste or dust, 
points in southern states to Chicago, Ill., and to roofing paper 
mills in Joliet, Peoria and Waukegan, Ill., the shipments being 
referred to as various grades of paper stock, in violation of section 
1. Asks new rates and reparation. (F. D. Porter, 440 S. Dearborn 
St., Chicago, Ill.) 

27964, Lightsey Brothers, Miley, S. C., vs. N. & W. et al. 

Rates, old rails, described as scrap iron, but subsequentlyy re- 
rated as ‘“‘old rails value other than for remelting purpose,’’ H. & 
B. Junction, S. C., to Roanoke, Va., in violation of sections 1 
and 2. Asks an order requiring the N. & W. to cease and desist 
from demanding payment of additional charges and an award 
of damages. (W. Fred Lightsey, Miley, S. C.) 

27965, Houston Milling Co., Houston, Tex., vs. Agwilines, Inc. 
(Clyde-Mallory Lines) et al. 

Split delivery charges in connection with shipments of flour, etc., 
on which a rail haul had been had, Houston, Tex., to New York, 
N. Y., Boston, Mass., and other points, in violation of sections 1 
and 6, it being alleged that the transit billing surrendered on 
such shipments antedated the split delivery tariff, the action of 
the defendant being alleged to constitute an unreasonable practice 


Asks new rules and reparation. (William Graves, P. O. Box 2969, 
Houston, Tex.) 


. 27966, Johnson-Oslon Grain Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. Northern 


Pacific et al. 

Rates, hay, Haines, Ore., to Starbuck and Glenwood, Minn., in 
violation of sections 1 and 2. Asks reparation. (E. A. Olson, 275 
New Chamber of Commerce, Minneapolis, Minn.) 
~~ Standard Fire Brick Co., Pueblo, Colo., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. 

Rates, mixed carloads, fire brick, drain tile and sewer pipe, 
Pueblo, Colo., to Hereford, Tex., in violation of sections 1 and 6. 
Asks new rate and reparation. (R. L. Ellis, 211 West Fifth St., 
Pueblo, Colo.) 

C-67, Sub. No. 2, Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., Chi- 
cago, Ill., vs. Metro Motor Freight, Inc. 

Unreasonable and unremunerative rates, minimum weights, rules, 
regulations and practices, paper and paper articles, Constantine 
and other Michigan points to points in Illinois and Indiana. Asks 
rates, etc., for future. (Harry M. Slater, 616 South Michigan Ave., 
Chicago, Ill.) 

C-65, Sub. No. 1, Anderson Motor Service Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
et al., vs. Phil Sprock and Joe Kallahan, dba S. and K. Truck 
Line et al. 

Alleges that minimum rates and charges used by the defendants 
which are contract carriers between St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, 
Ill., contravene the policy in section 202(a) of the motor carrier 
act, in that they are less than reasonable minimum rates and 
charges, and if continued will prevent adequate, economical and 
efficient service by motor carriers in violation of sections 202 and 
218. Asks for a cease and desist order and a prescription of mini- 


mum rates and charges. (B. W. La Tourette, 214 N. Broadway, 
St. Louis.) 


MC-C 73, Chicago-Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., Chicago, IIll., vs. 


Harlon R. Hecht, dba Air City Motor Freight Co. et al. 

Complainant’s members transport property they pick-up and/or 
deliver to or from industries in Cook, Lake, Du Page, Will and 
Kane counties, Ill., and Lake and Porter counties, Ind., which 
property is transferred at points situated in this territory, to or 
received from defendants for transportation by motor vehicle to points 
situated in various states of the United States. Alleges that mem- 
bers receive compensation for their services on the basis of a 
proportion or divisions of joint through rates which proportions 
are and will be unjust, unreasonable, inequitable and unduly pref- 
erential and prejudicial. Asks just, reasonable and equitable 
divisions of joint rates. (Earl Girard, 608 S. Dearborn St., Chi- 
cago, Ill.) 


MC-C74, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., Kansas City, 


No. 


Mo., vs. Barbour Transportation Co., Inc. 

Unjust and unreasonably low rates and charges, property, less 
truckload and truckload, between points in Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan.. Ky., 
Mo., Minn., Wis. and points in Kan., Mo., and Okla. Alleges de- 
fendant’s MF I. C. C. 1 is not in compliance with I. C. C. tariff 
regulations, and that provisions therein violate section 217(b) of 
motor act. Asks cancellation of tariff provisions complained of 
and cease and desist order. (F. P. Willette, 3 West Ninth St., 
Kansas City, Mo.) 

27962, The Philip Carey Co., Lockland, O., vs. Alton & Southern 
et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 13, straight and mixed car- 
loads, roofing, building and paving material, Lockland, Cincinnati, 
O., to points in Colo., Ill., Ia., Kan., Mo., Neb., S. D.., Wis. and 
Wyo. Competitors at Chicago, Chicago Heights, E. St. Louis, Elgin, 
Joliet, Lockport, Madison, Marseilles, Peoria, Vandalia, Waukegan, 
and Wilmington, Ill., and Lowell and Whiting Ind., and St. Louis, 
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>>>>> UNITED FRUIT 





ROCK ry Fo, lh LTS 


NOW IN SERVICE BETWEEN 





between Chicago - Peoria 
NEw YORK, Chicago - Des Moines 
cee Minneapolis - St. Paul - Des Moines - Kansas City 
site: Unica Kansas City - Topeka - Wichita - Oklahoma City 
SAN FRANCISCO anv ST. JOHN, N. B. me Ft. Worth ~ Dallas - Houston 
pie Brilliant stainless steel streamline trains which 
CUBA. JAMAICA. PANAMA, COLOMBIA. COSTA provide a thrilling innovation in rail travel. 
RIC A. GU ATEM ALA, HONDUR AS BRITISH Luxurious coaches and parlor-lounge cars with 
HONDUR AS, NICARAGUA, EL $ ALV ADOR radio—dinettes—completely air-conditioned. 
ae Fastest service _over these routes—No extra fare. 
WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA Take your next trip on a ROCKET. 
and MEXICO (transhipment at CRISTOBAL) Fast Through Freight Service 
FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT Ship via the Route of the Rockets 
me sineiti: ianniatiin: alana “seietih ieee Many trains carrying carload and less than carload 
oy 1601” Fourth ‘Streot London, Eng Lm A "sg. Apeney. want, Pros Pi a a Deliver; a cae gin 
mn Franelseo w ree Pick-up an elivery of less than Carloa 
Boston gate jar weekly Whart calico ee ie, Re wil a freight. Merchandise cars between all important points. 
the We st Indies and Caribbean. 


SHIP AND TRAVEL VIA 


GREAT WHITE FLEET > 


MOOREMACK GULF LINES 


—. _— 


BOSTON, PHILADELPHIA, BALTIMORE NEW ORLEANS, HOUSTON, 
CORPUS CHRISTI, BROWNSVILLE 


PHILADELPHIA, NEW ORLEANS and MIAMI 
PHILADELPHIA end TAMPA 
NEW ORLEANS, HOUSTON, CORPUS CHRISTI and BROWNSVILLE 
MOORE and McCORMACK, Inc., Agents 


NEW YORK, 5 Broadway MIAMI, 314 Postal Bidg. 
BALTIMORE, one Bldg. NEW ORLEANS, Whitney Bldg. 
BOSTON, 75 State St. es Bourse Bldg. 
BROWNSVILLE. Taatetnal Decks PITTSBURGH, Oliver Bidg. 
ee 704. Marquette Bidg. ROCHESTER, 1408 Soon Bidg. 
CORPUS CHRISTI, Municipal Docks SAN 1 ANTONIO, 916 South Texas 
DALLAS, Cotton Exchange Bidg. Bidg. 
DETROIT, 556 Book Bidg. ST. ‘ours 742 Paul Brown Bldg. 
HOUSTON, Cotton Exchange Bids. SHREVEPORT, 400 McNeill St. 
MEMPHIS, Cotton Exchange Bldg. TAMPA, 309 Morgan St. 





ROCK ISLAND 
STARRETT-[ EHIGH 









BUILDING 











Outstanding as its dominance over New York’s West Side 
midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING offers the 
manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


ROUTE GALVESTON= 


For EFFICIENT, 
ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
and QUICK DISPATCH 


Galveston Wharf Company 
Geo. Sealy, Pres. a F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 





eLehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor facilities 
throughout 


e@Floor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller units may 
be leased 


eHigh safety standards—low insurance rates 
eLive steam for manufacturing purposes 


e@Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop 


INVESTIG ATE — lear what satisfied, nationally-known occupants are 


doing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 


West 26th—West 27th — —1ith to 13th Avenues 


D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street 
Telephone: CHickering 4-5520 
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PORT HOUSTON 


Everything to Expedite the 


Movement of Traffic 


Houston Ship Channel offering a safe 
harbor to shipping—lined with ware- 
houses, immense industries, ample 
wharf and dock facilities. 


Railroads offering swift transportation 
to and from the port. 


Modern warehouses and equipment of 
the very latest type insure the receiving 
and forwarding of your freight in the 
quickest possible time. 


Fast, frequent steamship services to all 
World points. 


Every facility for the proper, efficient 
handling of your shipments. 


J. RUSSELL WAIT 


Director of the Port 





Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 
OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 
SAILINGS: 
From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 
Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
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Mo., preferred. Asks cease and desist order, rates and reparation. 
(J. R. Allen, t. m., Lockland, Cincinnati, O.) 

MC C-75, Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., Wash- 
ington, D. C., vs. Joseph R. Wild, dba Elizabeth Freight Forward- 
ing Co. et al. 

All rates published by defendants applying between points in 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Delaware, unreasonably 
low, in violation of sections 202(a) and 216(b) and completely out 
of harmony with the rates of motor carriers now alleged to be 
handling probably 95 per cent or more of all tonnage moving in 
the area south and east of a line drawn from New York, N. Y., 
to Glasgo, Del., via Paterson, N. J., Lambertville, N. J., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., including the points named. Complainant averred 
that rates published in Waring’s MF-I. C. C. Nos. 111 and 112, 
effective January 24 were no more than just and reasonablle. 
Asks just and reasonable rates. (Charles E. Cotterill, 70 East 45th 
Street, N. Y.) 

MC C-76, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo., vs. Harry M. Slater, agent, Advance Transportation Co. of 
Missouri et al. 

Less than truck load rates between interstate points in Illinois, 
Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Louisiana, Texas and New Mexico, 
provided for by item 320-A, page 7 of Supplement No. 10 to Slat- 
er’s MF-I. C. C. No. 75, alleged to be unjust and unreasonable in 
that they are too low to preserve healthy and adequate common 
carrier motor vehicle service and if permitted to continue in 
effect, will result in the demoralization and elimination of adequate 
transportation service, in violation of section 202(a) and of 217(a) 
due in part to alleged conflict and duplication of rates; also unduly 
preferential of shippers at Peoria, Ill., and unduly prejudicial 
against shippers at other manufacturing points such as Moline 
and Chicago, Ill., St. Louis, Mo., and elsewhere, in violation of 
section 216(d). Asks new rates not lower than those published in 
Agent F. P. Willette’s MF-I. C. C. Nos. 3, 76 and 77. (F. P. Willette, 
3 West 9th Street, Dolmain Bldg., Kansas City, Mo.) 

MC-C 77, Motor Truck Common Carriers’ Association, Denver, Colo., 
et al. vs. Denver-Los Angeles Truck Co. et al. 

Complaint alleges that respondents’ motor common carriers be- 
tween points in Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, Nebraska, Colorado, 
New Mexico, Arizona and California, publish rates, rules and regu- 
lations, and exceptions that are noncompensatory, discriminatory, 
unduly and unreasonably low in violation of section 216, creating 
a destructive and unfair competitive situation against the policy 
declared in section 202(a). Asks an order requiring respondents 
to cancel class rates, commodity rates, rules and regulations, and 
exceptions to classification, and prescription of new rates by the 
— (Zene D. Bohrer, 304-309 Flat Iron Building, Denver, 

olo. 

No. 27968, Benjamin Lorberblatt, Perth Amboy, N. J., vs. Pennsylvania. 

Commutation fares between Perth Amboy and New York City, 
alleged to have been exacted from complainant but not from all 
other passengers, some of whom are alleged to have been offered 
and granted abatement and concessions in fares. Asks a cease and 
desist order, imposition of penalties as provided for under section 
6 of the interstate commerce act and section 1 of the Elkins act, 


and reparation of $2,500. (Benjamin Lorberblatt, 44 High St., Perth 
Amboy, N. J.) 





I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: James H. Anderson, Scottsbluff, Neb.; A. E. 
Bowen, Salt Lake City, Utah; Harllee Branch, Jr., Atlanta, 
Ga.; J. Robert Carey, Washington, D. C.; Frank E. Coughlin, 
South Bend, Ind.; Vance B. Grannis, South St. Paul, Minn.; 
O. W. Hardesty, Seattle, Wash.; Rudolph Hartman, Newark, 
N. J.; Ruth Lloyd, Portsmouth, O.; Wade H. Love, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Melvion R. Luter, San Antonio, Tex.; W. L. Matthews, 
San Antonio, Tex.; Amos J. Peaslee, New York, N. Y.; Henry 
S. Sanford, Seattle, Wash.; Ralph W. Scott, San Francisco, 
Calif.; Robert H. Smith, Duluth, Minn.; Henry W. Thorne, 
Johnstown, N. Y.; Olin R. Van Zandt, Tioga, Tex. 



















” Are You Making "727 * 
re OU a ing you want? 
Many of today’s important, well-paid Traffic Managers 
were yesterday students of LaSalle training in Traffic Man- 
agement. By home study in their spare hours they qualified 
for every phase of transportation work; won the ability 
that assures advancement. Opportunities now greater than 
ever emphasize the need for traffic experts; somewhere in 
this field bigger earnings await YOU. Write today for our 
free 64-page book, which tells you this training story in full: 
shows you how quickly, thoroughly and authoritatively 
you may be able to prepare for promotions that come only 
to the expert! There is no obligation—and “‘doing it now” 
may lead you to a new career. 
Address Dept. 295-T 


bm LASALLE EXTENSION, Chicago, Ill. 4 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 


(This Guide is published in the third issue of each calendar month) 


Purpose of Guide 
This Guide has been prepared to provide traffic managers 
with conveniently organized information about respon- 
sible motor tranaport lines. The dependability of each 
advertiser has been irreotipntn. has been highly 
recommended by well known shippers and has provided 
satisfactory rh Berg as to financial responsibility. 


Although THE TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every 
reasonable precaution to restrict this Guide to respon- 
sible, dependable and capable motor transport operators, 
it assumes no wy my + for dealings or service. I/t 
requests, however, a report any unsatis- 
factory experiences or ings, arise. The 
source of such reports will not 4 divulged even in cases 
that warrant the dropping of advertisers. 


Two Indexes Make Guide Easy to Use 
To simplify the finding of a service to fit an y eager ~ 
requirements, two have been p 
Alphabetical Index: When a s cite a is 
wanted, refer to the alphabetical todlen. 


Index of Motor x oamenant Lines by —— Distribution 
Areas: This index enables the user to find the service or 
services available between any two points without resort 
to a complicated system of codes or cross references. 
Each motor transport line is listed under all of the ke 
Cities it serves. ow the each listing is a symbol wh hich 
shows the page of the company’s service into and 
out of the city. This system oP directional symbols 
is illustrated by the following examples: 

This indicates a local cartage company serving 

Key City and Suburbs only. 


© ag indicates that the intercity service _ 
the company is ay within the 
tribution Area served b ry the Key City—See 
nieee Distribution Area” wall map. 


e This indicates that four routes are operated to 
points beyond the Key City: east, south, south- 
west, and northwest. he BOLD FACE 
signifies that the operations over these routes are 
intrastate in character. 


.! This indicates that three routes are operated to 
t points be = the Key City: south, west, and 
north. he LIGH FACE indicates that 
qpentons over these routes are interstate in 
character. 


—_— Alphabetical Index to Companies That Provide the Best in Motor Transportation 





Cases in which the services from a Key City are 
both Interstate and Intrastate the predominant 
character of these services determines whether light 
or bold face symbols are used. 


Shipments originate, with few exceptions, from major 

distribution poe. The use of these cities makes 

possible the following quick, simple procedures for the 
selection of motor transport services: 

Routes from One Key any to Another: 

1. Look under both cities for the name or names of 
motor transport lines that serve both cities,.then 
check maps in the advertisements of these com- 
panies for details of the character of service offered. 

2. If no company offers a through pues check maps of 
those companies which are prefa by, directional 
symbols indicating that they offer a service going in 
he dives direction wanted and make the selection of the 
companies to be used 
efficient connections. 


Routes to or from Key Cities to Other Points: 
Check directional symbols under the Key City for com- 

panies operating services in the direction of the other 
point, then refer to individual maps. 

Routes Between Points Other than Key Cities: 

Refer to the motor transport lines listed under the Key 
Cities nearest the points to be served. The direc- 
tional symbols provide the means of determining 
which companies offer services in the directions 
wanted. The recording of major highway numbers 
makes possible the selection of an assu service 
between any two points listed on a highway map 
even when those points are not shown on the 
advertiser's map. 


Arrangement of Advertisements 
Data for companies serving adjacent or ovmmenning 
regions are grouped. It is Tha ible to plan a co- 
ordinated system of distribution y studying the avail- 
able services by regions. 

Data Regarding Advertisers: The facts listed for each 

motor line follows a uniform arrangement: 

1. General facts. 

2. Address, telephone and teletype numbers, and person 
with whom to communicate at general office, and, 


when space permits, this data is also shown for 
branch offices. 


on the basis of the most 


3. Equipment—character, number of units, ownership. 


4. Insurance—types and amounts carried. When 
amount is shown, it relates in all cases to unit cover- 
age per vehicle or whatever other standard unit is 
applicable. All insurance data is verified at time 
— is accepted. Important—When a star (*) 

it signifies that E TRAFFIC WORLD 

es gots Eo oc an arrangement with the under- 

writer or its agent by which it will be informed of 
any lapse in the insurance or bonds. 


5. Schedules of operations—number of runs daily, 
whether day or night runs, and average time of runs 
between major terminals, etc.—are shown when 
space permits. 


6. Special services and facilities—data regarding ac- 
ceptance of C.O.D. shipments, special terminal 
facilities, local services, etc. 


7. Association memberships are reported since some 
traffic managers use this as a measure of the standing 
of a company. 


Character of Highway Service Offered by Mctor 
Transport Lines: The individual maps that accom- 
pany advertisements have been uniformly prepared 
After once becoming familiar with the significance of the 
various types of route lines shown, one can tell at a 
glance the character of service offered via each route 
operated by each motor line. 


qummmmmmms Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. 
=== Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). 
Daily coordinated rail-motor service. 








ems Service 2 or 3 times weekly. 
Irregular or special service routes. 
eeseees: Connecting lines. 





2 eee ce Ferries. 


@© O Principal points served. [] Terminal cities. 


Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offer- 
ing an intrastate service are also interstate 
operators when their routes extend into other states. 








COMPANY Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page 
Brashear Freight Lines......... 4 East Coast Freight Lines, Inc... 3 Merchants Fast Freight Service.. 5 Shirks Motor Express Corp...... 2 
Carr’s Transfer................ 3 Gateway City Transfer Co...... 5 The Norwalk Truck Line Co..... 4 be Cc. ae tiie #1 veg Inc. ; 
. i t r nes, Inc.... 
DecsturCatageConc ns | icetta Regd drammmertation | Novick Transfer Company..... 3 Wolverine Rapress, Imor-..--.. 5 
Denver-Chicago Trucking Co... 6 Inland Motor Freight.......... 5 On Time Transfer Company.... 5 York Motor Express Co......... 2 
- . e ° 
Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas 
ARIZONA DIST. OF COL. PEORIA IOWA LOUISIANA MICHIGAN MINNESOTA 
PHOENIX .¢ Denver-Chicago CEDAR RAPIDS 
6 Benwar-Chicecc WARING TON a Trucking Co. .6 ALEXANDRIA BAY CITY MINNEAPOLIS 
es : g o* Carr's Decatur Cartage ~.% Denver- <aieoge 6 Celta te 
s Trucking Co..6 * Transfer... .. 3 ost Pees 5 < | Truck ing. Ce.-6 0.6 © Freig an aac ” “— ; +, Consolidated Frt. 
TUCSON .f ot Coast 7“ QUINCY - OF Time Tra oe ruc Eines Inc...<.6 
: Se Me. ai 60x ' Miercccwns , 
> ; le Co. 8 ate Novick Transfer _.¢ O ruckin —hieeee DAVENPORT BATON ROUGE 3 Copewen City 5 
i > mpany.... . ruckin: S.C. Motor Frt. 1s ransfer..... 
CALIFORNIA .¢ Shirks eae Ex- o game Exrtage ae i Py tg wm ¥ ines. ome ~ DETROIT 
128 AEREES ge Tidewater fix. — INES. MONROE Norwalk Truck aro 
Denver-Chicago 7 a ae 3 ROCKFO! z DES MOINES 2 - cm a icity _ : (See Minneapolis ) 
+” TruckingCo..6 + York “Motor Ex- «+. Dyprer Chicane ..~ Denver-Chicago <3t Mgebante Fast 5 , 
SAN DIEGO bi press Co.. a ‘ Guiaas City Trucking Co. .6 Freight....... ian WINONA 
! Denver-Chicago s  Transfer..... 5 DUBUQUE NEW ORLEANS y 
Trashing Co..6 manse ROCK ISLAND _, Denver-Chicege 31 Gateway City 
SAN FRANCISCO BOISE (See Davenport) °° Trucking Co..6 », T.S.C.MotorFrt. ! ol tr s  Transfer..... 5 
.< Consolidated 7 s, Consolidated Frt. SPRINGFIELD Limes... .s.« 5 os Mes acaaes 
Lines Inc.....6 4°. Lines Inc.....6 1 i KANSAS SHREVEPORT MISSOURI 
COLORADO ILLINOIS ee Truckin: yoo .6 DODGE CITY JACKSON crry 
COLORADO SPGS. CHICAGO 3: ¢ a a artege s ~ Denver-Chicago ~ Merchants Fast KANSAS CI 
' D Chi Pe. Win ccsnea's - T; cx 6 Freight ....... ’oeN k T ck 
' | Denver-Chicago rucking Co. ' orwa ru a ae a 
' Trucking Co..6 , Beqshesr ner" INDIANA HUTCHINSON ee ene . a. a 
DENVER }7}7>——”_ opp Lines... «- ‘ 
. Brashear Frt. 5.8, Decatur , aii. FORT WAYNE oe ~ Dapver. sc hisese MARYLAND = - Ogee 
ines... ...-. > Denver-Chicago Norwalk tot SALINA BALTIMORE LANSING ae 
.< Denver-Chicago 7° Trucking Co. .6 of Ens <0esee ' F 
im" rece tesa ve GARY-HAMMOND im - Mileene: “Se : 4 is 3 . ~~ _— +. 
' Denver-Chicago ~ Norwalk Truck ee Seong) ~.~- Denver-Chicago Denver-Chicago 
, Trucking Co. .6 gage INDIANAPOLIS Trucking Co..6 ,¢ oe Saae Frt 2. Trathing Co. .6 
_, On Time ie Deashner Frt. TOPEKA e°  Lines........ 3 MUSKEGON 
DELAWARE . OES eee ee 4 . Brashear Frt. Bi, Transfer 
WILMINGTON .¢ Wolverine Inc..5 72° Decatur Cartage = “D ines. sees: 4 Company....3 4, Wolverine oe 
H Roads- press, in oe  . Se. eeeneee et ver- ica 
. ‘Wright Line..3. DANVILLE SOUTH BEND ‘Trucking Co..6 te _— annie: i Express,Inc..5 1 Brashear Frt. 
Niewtal: Tremaber i N walk T k petnnewe iaaewese 
; ann Rin, ES 33- Co. ara ms nt ™ —e Lin ~ renee een KENTUCKY zt bas 5 nami “ng SAGINAW w$q Decatur Cartage 
2) “Sasi. Bacau TERRE HAUTE LOUISVILLE Lines........ 3 Cor. ..sseeeee. 5 
»,¢ York Motor Ee $e Caeter Cartage »! Decatur Cartage _, Brashear Frt. »!¢ York Motor Ex- Norwalk iver Pan, DegeeeCSipees 
ames alan i las «aera ce “ae. 5 | elie j Sse R. F% | Lbitinnccnees Trucking Co.. 
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MONTANA 
BILLINGS 
al > Coins | Frt. 
Lines Inc.....6 
BUTTE 
s!¢ Consolidated ~ 
ines Inc... .6 


GREAT FALLS 


».< Consolidated Frt. 
¢ s Lines Inc.....6 
NEBRASKA 


GRAND ISLAND 


~ Denver-Chicago 
Trucking Co. .6 


HASTINGS 


> Deprer-Ciieeee 
Trucking Co.. 


LINCOLN 
..- Denver-Chicago 
Trucking Co. 6 
e*% On Time 
Transfer. .... 5 
OMAHA 


~ Denver-Chicago 
Trucking Co. .6 


_ On Time 


oi Transfer..... 5 
NEVADA 
RENO 
f gl Frt. 
.* Lines Inc.....6 


NEW JERSEY 


NEWARK 
(See New York) 


NEW MEXICO 


ALBUQUERQUE 


.« Denver-Chicago 
Trucking Co. .6 


NEW YORK 


BUFFALO 
_¢ Shirks Motor Ex- 


es press Corp....2 
NEW YORK 
East Coast Frt. 

, SR isaac 3 

: Hyeetse 9 
, Wright Line. . 
>, Novick Tras 
, Company. . 
~. + Es 
? press 
ROCHESTER 


Shirks Motor Ex- 
press Corp....2 


7a 


NORTH DAKOTA 


BISMARCK 
. .~. Consolidated er 
Lines Inc... . .6 
FARGO 
Consolidated Frt. 
. Lines Inc.....6 


Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
ATLANTIC COAST 


OHIO 


AKRON 
Norwalk Lane 
Li 


rr! 
--* 


CLEVELAND 
Norwalk bea 
>” Riasccosee 


.¢ Shirks Motor Ex- 
*s press Corp....2 


TOLEDO 
>!¢ Norwalk hese 
2 MB. coss vies 
YOUNGSTOWN 
. Shirks Motor Ex- 
*“<s press Corp.. .2 
OKLAHOMA 
TULSA 
.¢ Brashear Frt. 
sas66e 4 
OREGON 


KLAMATH FALLS 
Bias Coppetitgeed 7 


Lines Inc.. 


PENDLETON 
Consolidated Frt. 


-" 
~*. ~~ Lines Inc.... .6 


PORTLAND 
44 Consolidated Frt. 
+s Lines Inc.... .6 
~ Inland Motor 
Freight...... 5 


PENNSYLVANIA 
ALLENTOWN 
. Novick Transfer 
' Company.... 
.. York Motor Ex- 
‘1 press Co...... 2 
ERIE 
.¢ Shirks Motor Ex- 
Oe press Corp....2 
HARRISBURG 
. Novick Transfer 
, Company... .3 
»'¢ Shirks Motor Ex- 
press Corp... .2 
. Tidewater en, 
' SR kve00e8 
~~. York Motor ™. 
os press Co...... 
JOHNSTOWN 
. Novick Transfer 
' Company.... 
PHILADELPHIA 
.¢ East Coast Frt. 
, SROs as 5 0%0% 3 


« Hampton Roads- 
' Wright Line. .3 


a Novick Transfer 
, Company... .3 


>,  Shirks Motor Ex- 
? press Corp....2 


York Motor — 
c 


READING 


Novick Transfer 
Company... .3 


Shirks Motor Ex- 
press Corp....2 


7. 


.¢ York Motor Ex- 
“ss press Co...... 2 
SCRANTON 
Novick Transfer 
, Company... .3 
WILLIAMSPORT 


‘  Shirks Motor Ex- 
' press Corp....2 


TEXAS 


BEAUMONT 
T.S.C. Motor Frt. 
Lines 5 


oe 


GALVESTON 


he fF .C. Motor Frt. 


Dias ccae 5 


HOUSTON 


e* T-S.C. Motor Frt. 
Li 5 


Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas (Continued) 


VIRGINIA 
LYNCHBURG 


_!¢ Novick Transfer 
mpany....3 


NORFOLK- 
NEWPORT NEWS 


Hampton Roads- 
Wright Line. .3 


3 
¢ 
RICHMOND 
+ East Coast Frt. 
> Li 3 


Hampton Roads- 
Wright Line. .3 


ROANOKE 


.¢ Novick Transfer 
Company... .3 


WASHINGTON 
SEATTLE 
. . Consolidated Frt. 
+S —_ Lines Inc.....6 
Inland Motor 
. Freight...... 5 
SPOKANE 
_.. Consolidated oe 
7°< Lines Inc.. 
~ Inland Motor 
Freight...... 5 








TACOMA 
' Consolidated Frt. 
' nes Inc.....6 
WALLA WALLA 
zie Intend | Steter 


SORRSer. 5 

WENATCHEE 

. . Consolidated | 

+’ ~— Lines Inc.....6 
YAKIMA 
»,< Consolidated Frt. 
“aS Lines Inc.....6 

WISCONSIN 

LA CROSSE 
»' Gateway Cit 
“|S Transfer..... 4 


MADISON 


Gateway City 


e 
s Tra 


MILWAUKEE 


>, Gateway City 
' Transfer... .. 


SUPERIOR 
(See Duluth) 








COMMON CARRI 
ICC Certif. No. 1658 











NNECTING LINES r= 






iz7 Shirks Motor oe Corp. 


Daniel nina, Pres. MANHEIM PIKE 








Inc. 
(Del.) 















York Motor Exp 


Established 1921 


COMMON 





ee... 


ICC Certif. Ne 1440—P.U.C. 229 





ress Company 


_, Seenee (Penna.) 












































EQUIPMENT: 7 Trace 1 uyeSeiatt.v.| LANCASTER, PA. | | retephone 5591 YORK, PENNA. "11 E. Boundary Ave. 
tors, 7 trailers. (7 "a J. F. Baird, Gen. Traf. Mgr.  L.S. Reidel, Pres. & Gen. Mgr. 
Trucks, 12 van, | cleveland Robesonis 5 TARIFF AGENCY—Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conf., Inc. 
open. All company )..0oS rfadione Lebang Nowistown | 5 New ERIN, 
owned. |conxecrise @n. LOW Se ad GH TO NEW Yor STATE NORTH NEW JER TERS i. ran 
SERVICE FEATURES: |r WESTERN POINTS] ‘anes ste =" we ; Patersoff y)/ 

Daily serv. all routes. ma ot ON yp ArdmorSO ie er gles ‘ Newed ME 
Pick-up and delivery Nerauewons one : TINO” eg Porkesburg Philadelphia = Pottrile H 
atall points. Cartage service at Lancaster. |. oil aa a. wo Je Chester “3 re ne raaee *., _Atemons . 

BRANCH OFFICES rath coh WD se Ce amen Tn raeeieaes UN *cccatll 

Baltimore—Singer Transfer& Storage Co. oiedlhA N. J 
Buffalo—Otander & Co. meee ie Nandos LW imiagion 
Cleveland—Shirks Motor Express. We5 gis ! ) 


ae ees “Memeo Ex: 





Conowinge: <a ‘7 DELL MD & VA. 
ester—Keystone Chatien Go. dfP G3 b Pemyeiletay “ ng?) Eastern Pennsylvania and ee 
Wilmington Wooleyhan Transport Co. Gi es | o 
» $10,000. %Pub. | / Baltimore We ih) 
Liab si ~ etry ’ &Prop. Damage, @ Washington CONNECTING 1 ‘axes } 








20,000. * Workmen’ s Comp. 












A Dependable Service 


“We do not know of anyone or any organization that 
has a better set-up for assembling the data and informa- 





SS eae 
> 















EQUIPMENT: Tractors, 64; Semi- 
trailers, 72. Trucks, vans, 77; open 5. 


TERMINALS 
Baltimore—Hillen & East Sts. 












° ° ° ° ° a All i ed. 
tion required to compile and publish a motor truck guide} | 7 “York City —Weet Morton St INSU i INCE: Carga, $25 850 Clin ce 
’ ; ; - ns. - oO c Liab., \- 
or directory than the organization you have, nor do we Jersey Si sreeeal 20 C i 10,600 Creare Ins. “Ca, Prop. 
5 . “ ° . i a ee raveler's !ns. Co 
know of any organization in whose publication we would Philadel pha Franklin Sp Sata orks en's Comp.” saiiiee es 
: ; ie : — : ‘ 
place the reliance that we would in a publication of this ar early Sn (Tel. 2.2626) Cane Herons or 
kind compiled and published by the Traffic Service} |*ading v a enganowen ney ag ey ——_ 
Corporation set Lebanon 8. teh St. & Linden Ave. SPECIAL SERVIC In addition to 
: cargo we 5 in 
etroleum compan Lancaster—Fountain Ave. (Tel. 2-5674) dling of silk and textiles. 
P oe y) Harrisburg 7288. Cameron St. (Tel.4-8248) MEMBER: AT.A.; Penna. State C. of 
ulsa, anoma Hanover—536 Broadway. el. 514) C.; Nat. Fed. of Textiles, Inc.; Certif’d 
York—11 E. Boundry. (Tel. 5591) Motor Carriers of Penna. 
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MIDDLE ATLANTIC 





HARRISB URGE: 


Lemoyne Ny tortion 
New Cumberland 





UG \esace = LANCASTER 
AMBERSBI “BH Fi Walter S. Wilson (Tel. 21W) 
cH Biglerville YORK® Kan Frederick, Md., 7 mn 
[@ Red Lion p N ‘orman Murray 
PENNSYLVANIA) York, Pa., Charles & Howard Sts. 

. Shrewsbury D. H. Brown (Tel. 6122) 

Waynesboro Him TG) smatigia Washington, D. C., 2613 EB. 8t., 
Hamps: ie () Parkton \No. ao | N. W. 
W estminstedel fay Horns de de Graces P Pt J. A. Ward, (Tel. MET. 9345) 
Liberiown es Toy N Ache deen Se ae | Lancaster, Pa., 517 N. Mulberry 
= ant > Woke *\" 40} 4 Oe Pir Grounds) St. 


EREDERICK ves 
‘ Olney Deny TAK 


(Geiherburs e 


Rockville peur ac Za) 
— [MARYLAND 
VIRGINIA MP riyetsvile Wf 
WASHINGTON) Al 
\W 
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EQUIPMENT 
2 tractors, 2 trailers. Trucks, 28 
vans (12 carry ice for refrigeration 
when needed); 2 open bodies. All 


company owned. 


INSURANCE 
*%Cargo, $5,000 plus $2,500 
(Northern Assur. Co. of London) 

. Public Liability, $10,000 & 
$50, 000; Property Damage, 
$5,000-$50 deductible( (Fidelity and 
Casualty Co. of N. Y.). Working- 
men’s Compensation (Lumber- 
man’s Mutual Casualty). 


Established 1921 


The Wright Line 


Est.1932 —_1.C.C. Doe. e 51116 — Ine, (Va.) 


12 Nebraska St., NORFOLK, VA. 


Telet coed 65 Telephone—2-5758 
cw w rig mt, Generel sonny 


an Weaver, G. F. A. 
COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIERS 
TARIFF AGENCIES: Mid. Atlantic 
States; Motor Carriers’ Rate Confer- 
ences; Individual Tariffs. 
BRANCH OFFICES: Elizabeth City, N. C., 
Hampten, Va., Hopewell, Va., Newport 
ews, Va., New York, N. ¥.. Philadelphia, 


Pa., Richmond, Va., Smithfield, Va.. Suffolk. K¢ 


Va., Virginia Beach, V Wilmington, Del. 
: 20 Tenece, ‘20 Trailers, 7 Vans. 
SURANCE: Cargo, $6,000-$7,500; 
Pub. Liab., $10, a pte — nb Dam., 


; Workmen’ 3 


SPECIAL SERVICES:  Norfolk—Pool | MA! 


car dist.; consol. of cars; local cartage. 


Suffolk—local cartage. Conneuiions with eS 


Lines serving all states ag 
MEMBER: A.T.A.; Va. 
OC Norfolk Richenond: Sutfelk. 


See ICHMOND \\ 


N 
o ~ DPEWELL  ) 
=<—a- Wiliam 
Petersburg © WY . 
Oh: 
VIRGINIA ‘ 
ne ~~ nig HFIEL ie Li Boron 
~ tt \ eo Portsmo ay 


Lawrenceville \ 7 


—- 


Tidewater Express Lines, Inc. 


COMMON CARRIER=ICC Docket No. 1034 
EE (MD) Established 1933 


ens ie i 
ZF RALTIMORE 
yy 








Hampton Roads Transportation Co. 


I. C. C. Docket No. 19532 





204-30 Key Highway 

BALTIMORE, MD. 

Telephone-SOuth 1551-2 
J. T. Bennett 
Traffic Manager 


BRANCH OFFICES 
Aberdeen, Md., Bel Air Ave. 


Keystone Exp. & Stge. Co. 

(Tel. 8248 

mi... Pa., 1539 Walnut St. 
Hill Express (Tel. 3-6121) 


TARIFF AGENCIES 
— D. T. Waring, W. M. 
Miller 


Through bills of ladings and 
rates with principal steamship 
lines, serving Chesapeake Bay, S. 
Atlantic and Gulf ports. 


LOCAL FACILITIES 
Terminals with rail sidings: 


Baltimore, Frederick. 
SCHEDULES 


Daily common carrier service to 
all points with irregular service on 
truck load lots. Operating over 
highways in Maryland (intra- 
state and interstate); Pennsyl- 
vania and District of Columbia 
(interstate), 


Me, 


Incorporated (Va.) 


NEW YORK 


PENNSYLVANIA 





ae 5 
é ANEW 


pe, f 
inner FF Enmder i 
— W/A7® sersey })) 


New Cast Castle 






















ATLANTIC 


OCEAN 


FRANKLIN TO 
SOUTH HILL 


== The Wright Line 
Interstate Service 

mum Hampton Roads 
Transportation 


Interstate and Intrastate Service 
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YG te 
UL. ee 
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PENNSYLVANIA 


Philadelphia oN. 





Ashland Ax, } 


za Richmond2, ? # 
ne TING vis) TO VIRGINIA, THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
hd EASTERN TENNESSEE CHICAGO 





Carr’s Transfer 


COMMON CARRIER—J.C.C. Doc. No. 3799 
Established 1925 


2613 E St., N.W., Washington, D. C. 
Telephone—West 0767 


L. C. Carr, Owner 


BALTIMORE +. atl Tidewater 
press Co., hway (South 
1551-2); (2) Union ee ete Terminal, 
423-425, Sharp St. (Plaza 4116-17-18). 
EQUIPMENT: 7 Tractors, 5 trailers; 
ete 5 van, 2 open; 2 refrigerator 
ks. All company owned. 
INSURANCE: *Cargo, $2,000 (Mass. 
Fire & Marine Ins. Co.); %&Pub. Liab., 
$5,000 - $20,000; xProp. Damage, 
$5,000; % Workm’n’s Comp.., all opera- 
tions (U.S. Fidelity & Guar. Co. of 
Baltimore). 
REGULAR SCHEDULES: Daily pick-up 
and delivery service between: 
Baltimore- Washington 
Washington-Leesburg 


bees fy D.W 
BRANCH OFF 


The Traffic World 
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East Coast Freight Lines, Inc. 
ESTABLISHED 1933 
Incorp. (Va.) ICC Docket No. 75295 


2916 W. Marshall St., Richmond, Va. 


COMMON CARRIER 


L. E. ampets President 
Middle Atlantic S.M.C.C. 
CE REP ENTATION 


Washington—Farran’s Trsfr. & Stge. Co. 
218-20 D St., S. E 
Baltimore—Davidson ba ag o. Stge. Co. 
400 Key Highway es 
Philadelphia—W. E.S 
Delaware Ave. & Fletcher (Nebraska 9566) 
Newark—Lueddeke’s ber ng yo 
102-8 Monroe St. 
New York—C. H. Trayford, Terminal Mgr. 
115 Watts St. 
EQUIPMENT: 9 tractors, 9 trailers Me re- 
frigeration units). 3 Van body trucks (2 


Babaco equipped). 
INSURANCE: 


Liab., $25/50,000. 
.0.D. 


E. (Lincoln 4275) 
teitz, Terminal Mgr. 


(Market 2-0806) 
(Walker 5-1850) 


All — 


“yA owned. 
Cargo, 


5,000, Pub. 
rop. yo $5,000. 
bond. Bond protecting inter- 


carrier shipments, $2,000. Workmen’s Comp. 


Washington-Harrisburg (via Winches- 
ter 
Washington-Warrenton-Culpeper 
Washington-New York 
(via connecting line). 
Tuesday and Friday Service: Wash- 
ington-Luray. 
IRREGULAR ROUTES: Permits for use of 
all highways in Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
+ the nd, Delaware, D. C. 


MEMBER: American Trucking Assn. 







700 N. Cameron St. WINCHESTER, VA. 


Phones—430 & 78 
Teletype—582 


B. Belehic, Traf. Mgr. 


= EQUIPMENT: 26 
i a tractors, 26 trailers. 

ad Trucks, 14 vans. 
Se INSURANCE: 
Cargo, $25,000. 
Pub. Liab. 
50,000 


Novick cap _\ NEW YOR 
Transfer Company Ss a ws 
PENNSYLVANIA == fn Swe: we 


Altoone Mill. eS ee (4% 


Sy 
SHE EH | 
: S SERSEY A 


pg emg sm LINES: New York City 
to New England & New York State 
points. Roanoke to Virginia, North 
Carolina, Tennessee & . Virginia 
a | Winchester to Pittsburgh & 
hmond. 

SERVICE: Daily schedules. 

POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Winchester. 
MEMBER: Va. ene S Nene Assn.; 
Highway Transport. Assn., AT.A. 


cone Sue ys, ™ 
Engle Rock SZ. 
Roanokef IF 4 Lynchburg 


Motor Line Indexes Make Selection 
of Services Easy 


To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper’s requirements, 
two indexes have been prepared: 


Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is wanted, refer to 
the alphabetical index. 


Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas: 
This index enables the user to find the service or ater available 
between any two points without resort to a complicated system of 
codes or cross references. Each motor transport line is under 
all of the key cities it serves. Before each listing is a symbol which 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and out of the city. 
The symbols, see first page of Motor Section, are simple and 
easy to use. 
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The Traffic World Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
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Serial Page No. 474 CENTRAL AND WEST 
° “Satisfy your Customerswith OHIO TERMINALS 
The Norwalk Truck Line Co Truck Line Service” Mii suis, Sis 
e Norwalk Truck Line Service Cleveland, 33rd & Hamilton (Prospet 5350) 
5 = yria, . Map . (Phone 
J.E.Ernsthausen COMMON CARRIER Established 1921 Bay City EY NWP SAGINAW Bay Fremont, 211 E. State St. (MAin 2825) 
President I.C.C. Docket No. 71096 Incorporated (Ohio) Lorain, 206 11th Bt. (Phone 4135) 
N. St. ( 
C. W. Hoke 36 Woodlawn Ave. ansfield, anklin St. (Canal 
Vice-President NORWALK, OHIO Telephone—71 or 244 Saginaw sins) 2000 age "(Phone 1825) 
TARIFF AGENCIES Policy includes all standard Cargo oledo, 145 8. St. C it. (Adams 4 
Central Motor Freight Assn., Inc. coverages and, i in addition, Theft of an MICHIGAN TERMINALS 
Ohio Motor Frt. Tariff Bureau. entire shipping package, Tornado, Riot, Bay Gity, Foot of 1st St. (Phone 2622-R) 
EQUIPMENT Strike, etc. Detroit, 117 N. June. Ave. (Vinewd 2-1435) 


Flint, 1220 Stever St. (Phone 3-5518) 
Jackson, 404 Water St. (Phone 4028) 
Lansing, 925 S. Grand Ave. (Phone 5-3449) 
Monwoe, 317 W. Front St. (Phone 1032-J) 
Pontiac, 675 8. Saginaw St. (Phone 2-0115) 


115 Tractors (75 company owned), Shippers are —. complete insurance 
127 trailers (125 company owned); protection—all policies are with large, 
30 truck bodies (all company owned). strong American stock companies. 


INSURANCE SERVICE & SCHEDULES 
%& Cargo, $10/25,000 (The Connecticut Daily service over all lines—over night 


Saginaw, 303 W. Genessee Ave. (Phone 8131) 
pias tae Public png pen delivery via our own lines. INDIANA TERMINALS 
° amage, ork- A - 
men’s Compensation, and Liability MEMBER a Se eee Cae Sees) 


Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Phone 466) 
Fort Wayne, 805 High St. (ANthony 4363) 
Goshen, 9th & Nye St. (Phone 511) 

Hammond, 1055 Ind. Blvd. (WHiting 783) 
Kendallville, 1018 Garden St. (Phone 378-J) 
La Porte, 619 Washington St. (Phone 2354) 
Michigan City, 2nd & Pine Sts. (Phone 821) 


Insurance on All Terminals (The Service Member, A.T.A.; Akron 
Travelers Insurance Co. & TheTravelers Motor Transportation; Chicago Assn. 
Liability Co.). % Blanket Employees of Com.; and Chambers of Com. in 
Bond (Mass. 9 Co.). Also South Bend, Fort Wayne, Detroit, 
bonded by new A. T. A. bond. Cargo Toledo and Cleveland. 


To Milweukee ESS, 
s iff 






























. \ : Micki lf ILLINOIS TERMINAL 
+ Wd Hf f 
‘ \\ _ Lake Michigan My MICHIGAN Chicago, 2443 W. 21st Pl. (CANal 7071) 
Javenport O) Evanston AS; “I, 
pnens Ej ' iY RS —fpr~ ge 
XS we oe “isis Gig Rls oa 8 ° -- or AY) < Au N Lele Ere ¢ Z GY 
xt ees SY = e ca t oledoSSS_}//GO) y Vin 
Pi Haney i SeN 5 = = =e Se Nii ; 
a Se — Mishewal 
4 en La Porte Wyatt = ZZ 


o_= Cleveland 








' Bremen U re 
| = 


ILLINOIS | INDIANA 
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Te Columbus 


Lad ed Mansfield 
& Cincinnati 





Brashear Freight Lines, Inc. mina in Ca ns 


COMMON CARRIER—ICC Docket No. 26876 







J. A. Graf Se oewees 527 S. Theresa Ave. 


Traffic Manager ST. LOUIS, MO. Tel.—NEwstead 2250 
Twenty-five Years Without Change of Management 







To MICHIGAN \ 
& INDIANA POINTS 


ee QOmahe " | INDIANA | OHIO fo 
| NEBRASKA Lincoln © \ loW yA be 
! ! ee \Indianapolis \ “a “TO INDIANA, OHIO 
1 Denver | _e MISSOURI y= PENNSYLVANIA POINTS 
= ese —— o 


—— Joseph 














| 
Topeka x — oe a SJ 
|| ee = ouisville \ 
COLORADO KANSAS al To WEST VIRGINIA 
| Hutchinson O~-¢ £5) 
| OWichita KENTUCKY 
N. MEX.[— Sah Osten -” OKLAHOMA |_ Daily Service Between ST. LOUIS and 
| TEXAS | Tulsaef uiogcc| KANSAS CITY TULSA CHICAGO 
| ' Otten wer” PS«Ns*: INDIANAPOLIS DENVER LOUISVILLE 
e288 | oats —— i TARIFF PUBLISHING AGENCIES: WHEN LOOKING FOR RELIABLE, 
\ ! | Mississippi Valley Motor Freight Bureau, YEAR-ROUND SERVICE, CALL OR 
| \ / ' St. oe dg at States Motor Freight Sars SEsGnAe Ae wars 
, Z | | EQUIPMENT: GE Tractors, 44 mniler. Served director through connecting line 






Refrigerator units. 10 Heated units. available upon request. 
All equipment, except 10 tractors, com- SPECIAL ST. LOUIS SERVICE— 
TNSURANCE: Cargo 


' | $10/20,000. Pool Car Distribution—Local Cartage 
} J :| Public Liabilit a 50, 106,000 Trucks available at all times for local 
™ ! t Worth d Dallas 1 erty emeee, SS 3 bo boot Workings en's cartage and prices gladly f hed 
| TRAFFIC WORLD—CHICAGO F ; . 


ee ee 





vee 
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Manistee jj Cadillac 
@ 

Ludington @z_ Scottville oy 
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LAKE. |(((Ysuciy YOM Pont 














Whitehall 





Grand Haven 












MICHIGAN 












































anton, 


ee? 
MISSOURI) AY : 
Wf Alton Edw we dswill Vandalia 
| ST.LOU Sah ain 
E. ‘Si. “LOUIS 


Wolverine Express, Inc. 
COMMON CARRIER—ICC Certificate No. 2998 
Established 1928 Incorporated (Mich.) 1930 


| 659 W. Western Ave., Muskegon, Mich. 










Ge sichigen! d Decatur Cartage Co. 







CENTRAL 





Telephone—22-681 
B. F. Deyman, President 


George A. Johnson, General Manager 
: © Fremont | TARIFF AGENCY, Central Mot. Frt. Assn., Chicago. 
Muskegon BRANCH OFFICES—Grand Haven, Oscar 
Ehrmann (Tel.—526)., Chicago, 738 S. Clinton, 
) MICHIGAN | Art Gerkie (Tel.—Wabash 4738). 
© Holland EQUIPMENT—331 Tractors, 22 Trailers. Trucks; 
17 open; 9 refrigerator. Total, 79 units—67 com- 
pany owned. 
INSURANCE—Cargo, $10,000 and $5,000. 
Public Liab. $50,000—$100,000. Property 
Dam., $50,000—$100,000 with additional $5,000— 
$10,000. Workingmen’s Comp. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Mich. Truck. Assn.; A.T.A. 
inc. | Ind. Mot. Frt.; Chicago A. of A 


COMMON & CONTRACT CARRIER 
(I.C.C. Doc. Nos. 68909 & 76099) 


Established 1926 Inc. (Ill.) 
20th St. & Wentworth Ave. 
Telephone—Victory 6000 
CHICAGO, ILL. 
TARIFF AGENCY — Central 
States Motor Frt. Bur. 
EQUIPMENT — Compan 
owned except as owe A 
90 Tractors (30 leased); 
74 trailers (30 leased); 
52 Trucks; 16 Refrig- 
| erator orheated trailers; 
es 16 Armored trucks; 
—————_—————_ 6 heavy duty trucks. 
INSURANCE—% Cargo, $15/100,000. + Pub. 
Liab., $25/50,000. % Prop. Dam., $5/50,000. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist.; Lecal cartage. 
WATCH DISPLAY ADVERTISEMENTS 
OPPOSITE THE INDEX PAGE 











INCORPORATED (Neb. 


COMMON CARRIER 


Established 1917 , On Time Transfer Co. ICC Docket No. 59840 
Wm. Pruner OMAH A, NEB. 1302 Izard St. 


Commercial Agent 













iter Valentine 
; Alliance ~~" 


Scotts Bluf On, Orewae 
a 















@ernoets sen ots 

Denver r McCook we ’ 

COLO.' van - = 
SAN, . Topeka : 





n 
7 
* 


Wichita | 

s ' 
ORLA” + ™~ e2- 
Oklahoma # 
City 6 


TARIFF AGENCY: Central 
Motor Freight Assn. 
EQUIPMENT: 12 Tractors, 


12 trailers (refrigerator bodies); 
20 trucks. 
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VS:D. IQWA yf Ge 








Tel.—Atlantic 4919 














49 q ctf nei AF 20 
ig Years 
IOWA SERVICE: nd 
reer vidoe heros nd | Depend- 
a. able 
Service 


BRANCH OFFICES: Chicago, 2299 S. Lumber St- 
(Canal 2206); Lincoln, 130 N. 8th St. og —B-6224)- 
INSURANCE: *%Cargo, $10,000; *Pub. 
Liab., $10,000-$20,000; *Prop. Dam., $5,000; 
*Workmen’s Comp. Liquor Transp’n 
Bond, $10,000 

POOL CAR DIST.: At Omaha, Neb., located 
on Union Pacific trackage. Distribution to out- 
state points by reliable connecting lines. 


ASSN.: Omaha C. of C. (Mem. of Transp’n Com.) 


[ec Dee te 30012 1.9.C. Motor Freight Lines *"iitisiea 1951 
Marion Martin HOUSTON, TEX. 710 Walnut St. 


Pres. & Traffic Mgr. 


(P. O. Box 669) Tel.-Preston 7191 


TARIFF AGENCY: S. W. Motor Frt. Bur. INSURANCE: *Cargo, $10,000; *Pub. 


BRANCH OFFICES: Houston, 


mont, New Orleans. 


Beau- Liab., $10/10,000 excess to $15/40.000; 


*%Prop. Dam., $5,000; *Workmen’s 


EQUIPMENT: 23 tractors, 22 trailers, | Comp.; %*C.O.D. Bonds, $1,000 Tex., 
refrigerator trailer; 31 van trucks. All $3,000 La.; *Employees’ Bonds. 


company owned. 


POOL CAR DIST.: Houston, Beaumont. MEMBER: Tex. Mot. Transp. Assn.; 


New Orleans, Baton Rouge, Galveston. Com. Car. Mot. Fgr. Assn. 


SCHEVULES: 
Noon & night 
—Houston- 
Beaumont, 
Houston-Port 
Arthur. Over- 
night — Hous- 
ton- New Or- 
leans & inter- 
mediate points. 


2 BATON ROUGE 
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Gateway City Transfer Co. 


INCORPORATED (WIS.) COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIER 
Established 1896 I.C.C. Dockets—80430 & 25550 


John F. McGrath LA CROSSE, WIS. 417-431 No. Third St. 
Vice-Pres. & Traf. Mgr. Teletype—27075 Telephone—179 & 199 


TARIFF AGENCIES: Wis. Motor Carriers Bur.; Central States Bur. 


To Grand Forks, Grafton, od? Bemidji 


ta an Crokaton  § Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc. 


. J ) 
fio} Park Rapids y ar. hl! AZ “ 
Neos “— f er a ‘eccs LF Intrastate Operations 


N.D. (eh, Om Wade Brainerd Between Milwaukee and 
Breckenridge >= & SY 
_ Fergus Falls" ~ Lonsty, 
sai ‘on tin @ | & Little Falls 
Alexandria fio} 
Sauk coun eagys Sauk Rapids 


St. Cloud 8 Se Anoka 


~ 


Chippewa Falls, including 
J points north of Tomah on 12, 
with no intermediate (local) |_/ 
VISCONSIN service between Tomah and 


Guten Milwaukee. 


RRice Lake Volley, including points north | 
Bloomer On of Richland Center on 14. f 


Between Le Crosse and Rich- |///7 
Willenar Sek Sepemeenoi dD ST. PAUL, ams land Center on Highway 14, |/// 


\N 
Montevideo N A ma including intermediate points. 
| “Ryo Olivia Glencrwosh an pean U CLAIRE _ | Between Madison and Coon 
en Granite Falls ea) Om omy 0 td e* i: destiny w Valley, including points north 
2. Bird Fanon? i ed Wing 53) of Richland Center on 14. 
| Island Le Sueur bbashe Ww 


Fa riba afpaies a Whitehall 
Mankato @o-NO) WINONA 
om ROH Wasees a ee 
wag Ower® f Wisconsin Dells 5 wt /})) 
qua Bon Valle oor” // 
Fairmont © Albert Lesa” aS Preston 3) VIROQUA Portage ous so ('( 
* =e VIR Richlant Center ==) MILWAU KEE 


N<Bose bbe! SS\Madison 5 
BRANCH OFFICES: Chicago, oe imore {4S “4 {ISSA thinson 


ae 
3115 S. Wallace St. (Calumet Prairie du Chien NET WY Dodeville so choke 
5640); Milwaukee, 1208 South a *@ Piatt ile Janesville, 
Second St. (Mitchell 4949); St. anita : “Beloit if 
Paul, 366 Ferdinand Ave. (Nes- IOWA re Roden 
tor 2806); Eau Claire, 429 ) 
Gibson St. (Tel.—9833); Chip- 
pewa Falls, 818 High St. (Tel.— THE TRAFFIC WORLD—CHICAGO 
161); Winona, 76-78 E. 2nd St. 
(Tel.—3665); La Crosse, 417-431 N. LOCAL SERVICES: La Crosse—Pool 
3rd (Tel. 179). car dist.; cartage; rail sidin: ngs to 
EQUIPMENT: 52 tractors, 25 semi- with Murphy Brothers arehouses. 
babes 20 ot pe trailers; a 9 Winona—Pool car dist.; cartage. 
van, 5 open. company owned. 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000-$25- SPECIAL SERVICES: C.O.D. collec- 
000 (Ins. Co. of No. Am.)...%Public tions. P. & D. included in rates. 
Liability, $25,000-$50,000, Property AGENTS FOR: Universal Carloading 
——— —— yaar a Indemnity ——) & Distributing Company. 

orkingmen’s Comp., complete 
coverage (Employers Mutual of Wausau, ye eg 2 A. oh gg | ~~ of Com.— 
Wis.) . . . Fidelity Bonds (Am. cago, Niulwaukee, ot. Faul. 


Bonding Co.). REFERENCE: Dun & Bradstreet. 








































Merchants Fast Freight Service, Inc. 
Inc. (La.) COMMON CARRIER—I. C. C. Decket Nes. 19690 & 28801 Est. 1925 

219 Walnut St. 
Telephone—780 & 781; Teletype—5S 


MONROE, LA. 


N. E. Dawson 

Vice-Pres. & Gen. Mgr. 
TARIFF BUREAU: S.W. Motor Freight Bur., Dallas. 
BRANCH OFFICES: Alexandria, Tel. 584; Baton 
Rouge; Shreveport, Tel. 4939. 
EQUIPMENT: 12 tractors, 12 trailers. Trucks— 
4van, | open. | heavy duty. All company owned. 
INSURANCE: ee $1,000-$5,000; »%Public 
Liability, $10,000-$20,000; Property Damage, 
$5,000; Workmen’s Compensation, self-insured. 
C. O. D. Shipments accepted. 
CONNECTIONS: With responsible lines at 
Alexandria, Shreveport, Monroe, Baton Rouge. 
ASSOCIATIONS: National Safety Council; 
Louisiana Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 
























I ‘ed (Wash. 1 
Established 1918” Inland Motor Freight sce°buc No. 59077 


Cecil Gray SPOKANE, WASH. |S. 110 Sheridan St. 
Rate Agent Teletype—94 Phone—Riverside 3194 


TARIFF AGENCY: Inland Empire 
Mot. Frt. Bur., 337 Peyton Bldg., 
Spokane, Was. 

BRANCH OFFICES 
Portland—1001 S. E. Water Ave. 
Seattle—1565 Sixth Ave. S. 
Walla Walla—339 S. Second St. 
Lewiston—739 F St. 
CouleeCenter(CouleeDam, Wash.) 
Coeur d’Alene—214LakeSide Ave. 
EQUIPMENT: 6 tractors, 36 trail- 
ers. Trucks, 74 van, 5 open, 2 






















$ 
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p. (Seattle 


Grand Coulee So 













heavy duty. All company owned. } 
INSURANCE: * Cargo, $5,000-$10,000; D 
*Pub. Liab., $25,000-$50,000; v ‘ oe 


*Prop. Dam.,$5,000; *Emp.Liab. 
POINTS IN SPOKANE AREA not 
served by us are served by carriers 
operating from our terminal—one 
of best in U. S., all under one roof. 
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Serial Page No. 476 CENTRAL AND WEST 


Ss, Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc. 


Havre Established 1929 COMMON CARRIER ICC Doc. No. 42487 


oH Cc. |Fred C. Leibold PORTLAND, ORE, 2029. W- Quimby St. 


V.-P. in charge of traffic Tel.— Broadway 2474 


NORTH DAKOTA LPP, RGF 
— — Cok argo, Conon ET tas , 
ee 2 = Beka rG $ or aed Media tO Priind | Ail 
yen i = | cl A 
ak ay ae “wisconsin Rs v 
IDAHO Cr ate "om ss - ne ee ee Se eS S! . ¥ Mi ie 
ee Daten} —= SO Hedin - . 
- ha: Prin Maw ge ell 
/ H - i however, betwe: nts 


: on 
meade tnd Lime co D ee . (1) North of Winnemucca, Nev., to Nampa, ide 
— ‘ ae (2) West of Battle Mountain, Nev., to San Francisco 
‘ Vv 3 


. 
Sede Dubois 


lew Meadows 


OREG 
CON Mendes 
ia Hom 
SI Lake rae fi 
view | e' ee y ES i, (3) All points east of Lyle from Portland, : 
ee : =e ene sO. (4) Al points west of Hamngion and south of Rit 
a . ’ ville (but not including Ritzville) from Spokane end 
pownts east 
MONTANA Between al! pornts 
emcees. S pone OFFICES 
CHICAGO. 2. son St 
AM Wackods DFA. (Heveohes 8702) 
SALT LAKE CITY, 17154 W. Second 
CC Proctor, DFA. (Wenstch 2699) 
SAN FRANCISCO. 140 Bluxome St 
JL. McConnell aaee CEabesk Set 
Lovelock 5 GJ Heslow, Agt ‘De asa 
a ‘ sensi sod OTHER OFFICES AND TERMINALS. 
UTAH . Longmont See termine! pounts shown on map 


; | Deavet WSS 
- \ NEVAD, on A ; (cucRano Moe 
) Sacramento \ A { 3 f 


Sd emiey 


A / 
J | Xeno “i brveon 


: | INSURANCE: Cargo, $20,000 per truck or trailer, limit | KANSAS — MISSOURI 
AMD LONG BACT” | $50,000; $5,000 theft; Public Liability exceeding State & ge ots 


Federal Requirements; Property Damage, limit $50,000. — Colteeville 
C.O.D. SERVICE: It is believed that Consolidated POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: oes we may be con- = =—S. 
Freight Lines, Inc., again ranks first in procuring a $10,000 signed for distribution to the Consolidated Freight Lines, — 

C.O.D. bond for the protection of ALL INTERSTATE Inc., at points on its own lines. When such shipments are 

SHIPPERS. This special service feature furnishes com- billed to Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., for distribution to 

plete ee that C.0.D. shipments will be well taken points me Fg Rage | an or yest. Gone oe furnish 

care of if routed via CONSOLIDATED between the carrier tendering 

points in the eight states served from the Great Lakes to shipments. Deliveries will be made in accordance with the 


the Pacific Coast distribution sheets, for which service « charge will be made = = Save Time and Expense 
cover cost of unloading, segregating and reloading. 
EQUIPMENT: 248 straight trucks; 122 trailers; 17 semi- MEMBER: Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau; Inter- BY PLACING ONE PHONE CALL 


trailers; 26 tractors. mountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau. FOR ALL YOUR TRUCK SHIPMENTS 


receermears Denver-Chicago Trucking Company “ime: 

Lawrence Cohen, Manager Home Office Tariff Publishing Agency 

Felix Cohen, Traffic Manager DENVER, COLORADO Intermountain Truck Tariff Bureau 
le) ee | 1351 Twelfth Street ALL COMPANY OWNED 


Telephone—Tabor 3347 —Teletype—484 E Q UI PM E; N T 
CHICAGO—Denver-Chicago Truckin 


401 N. Ogden Ave. (Telephone—Seeley 0330; 7 S.. 1092) ! : Denver-Chicago Trucking Co. Wis. Vie wi, 
ST. LOUIS—Denver-Chicago Trucking Co. IOWA other a AY ij 
1125 So. 6th St. (Telephone—Chestnut 4586; Teletype 146) 4 Chics 


S\ er Oo, * 
LOS ANGELES—Denver-Los Angeles Trucking Co. ) "eyling zea ss 
1201 E. Fifth St. (Telephone—Michigan 4882; Teletype 101) 


oC) Rock Island Rest i 
; alls oD 
Denver—Chicago y | ___ fg 3Omeha Peoria ifs 


ancien TD 2 Pekin 
SERVICE TO OFF ROUTE POINTS: COLORADO ois 
—Povints and places between Denver and ae within Sairhenionecine _ sumeberemmeenineey missOUR! ILLIN 
one mile of Colorado highway No. 81 and U. S. Highway 3 KANSAS ; St. Louis | \ 
No. 6. NEBRASKA—Omaha. ILLINOIS—Rock = 
Island, Rock Falls, Rockford, Pekin, Aurora, Joliet. ; 
East bound service with compan y-owned equipment— Points marked with stars, ©, served a with company- 
west bound service through connecting carriers. ‘ vest-t 


equipment and west-bound through connecting carriers.” THE TRAFFIC WORLO—CHICAGO 


CALIFORNIA >\NEV. 1. uipment 
cheneearen x ARIZONA ~~ Tractors 26, trailers 4 Trucks, van 8; open 7. All 
a) Pe. 8 equipment company o' 
x : : 


iaceiene 
Prescott] BQ} a : * Cargo—$15/30,000 (Harmonia Fire Ins. Co. of Buffalo). 
J lbrook *Public Liability—$10/40,000 (Commercial Standard 
A Wickenburg NEW MEXICO Ins. Co.). *Property Damage—$10/40,000 (Com- 
\, a mercial Standard Ins. Co.). Workingmen’s Compen- 
Phoenix sation—(Group insurance). 


Service Features 
Daily direct service between all points as shown. Con- 
: nections from all terminals to all points. 
tn i Through rates on file with the Interstate Commerce 
aaa oe Commission. Tariff furnished on request free of charge. 
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SPEED AND CAPACITY are two of many outstanding fa- 
cilities that this great Philadelphia terminal has to 
offer steamship companies, shippers and distributors. 
Modern, heavy-duty equipment, manned by skilled 
freight handlers, reduces loading and unloading time 
and costs to the very minimum. More than one mil- 
lion one hundred thousand square feet of covered 
storage space provides ample accommodation for 
short- or long-time storage of merchandise of every 
kind, whether bulk or packaged freight. 

There are five large sections of reinforced concrete- 
and-steel piers with ship-side railroad tracks running 
the full length of each pier and connecting with all 
trunk-line railroads entering Philadelphia. Twenty- 
nine steamship lines dock regularly at these piers. 
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THE LARGEST LUMBER TERMINAL 
on the SEABOARD 


Here are accommodations for the storage of 4,000,000 board feet 
of kiln-dried and finished lumber, with unexcelled facilities for 
prompt and economical handling. Adjacent to the piers there is 
also a yard of twenty-five acres for the storage of rough lumber, 
ores and pig iron. 


Detailed information and rates will be sent on request. 
Address E. W. Stringfield, General Traffic Manager 


opexate 


PHILADELPHIA PIERS, INC. 


Corner 4th & Chestnut Sts. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
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BUILT TO GIVE MORE MILES 
OF SERVICE AT LOWEST COST PER MILE 


Chevrolet’s great line of 1938 trucks... six load- 
capacity sizes and five wheelbase lengths... 
rope =) a ob Le MB cates al-y asiohipb als ME Lele) ated ach mm com cabled ab oC-T he 
engaged in all types of haulage and delivery. 
Tohpbate tM ol-tepbaMh shee Osal-\ ede) (-1at-M leh mbete-jmele\-jmobatel 
continue with every mile—from Chevrolet’s 
databagme(ot-pmobate Me terloh bate ms Lott, -tbtatd s(-vole iM abled 
Engine—from powerful, longer-wearing Per- 
fected Hydraulic Truck Brakes—from low 
pagtetbatc-satobater-M-> g0l-bat-(-Ba-\-jPUbebale BacebaaM-jabbceh mmbabte tt 
fo f-e Mele) at} sable sles aM dabcelele satel baa baki--jelefotc- Mob ate! 
compare these costs. Save with Chevrolet trucks. 


General Motors Instalment Plan—Convenient, Economical Monthly Payments. 
A General Motors Value. 


) ©, GEO) + #4 -3-) £99 (0) 8) 3) 
Light Delivery 
1, %, 1, 1% Tons 
(13144- and 157-inch wheelbases) 


a 
FIVE WHEELBASE LENGTHS 
112-inch to 157-inch 
e 


FAMOUS VALVE-IN-HEAD 
TRUCK ENGINE 
e 
PERFECTED HYDRAULIC 
TRUCK BRAKES 
e 
*FULL-FLOATING REAR AXLE 
. 
EXTRA-STRENGTH FRAME 
€ 
*FOUR-SPEED TRANSMISSION 
. 
MODERN STYLING 


e 
*114-Ton Models 


“THE THRIFT-CARRIERS FOR THE NATION” 


CHEVROLET MOTOR DIVISION, General Motors Sales Corporation, DETROIT, MICH. 








